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Liverpool: 

Support Lesley Mahmood 


Statement by the Provisional Central Committee of the CPGB 



Despite press hate campaigns - and Derek Hatton 
Militant has been forced to fight 


T he walton by-eiection is of 
national importance. Kinnock 
knows it, we know it, the ruling 
class knows it. The issue is 
clear. Peter Kilfoyle is standing 
for Kinnock's party on a programme of 
attacking workers' jobs and council 
services, and doing everything to show 
the bosses that their system will be safe 
in Labour’s hands. 

Thai is why his campaign relics on 
busing in Labour MPs and trade union 
functionaries. That is why his campaign 
seeks to benefit from Alan Bleasdale’s 
scurrilous and ludicrous anti-working 
class TV drama GBH. That is why his 
campaign is backed by The Sun. Daily 
Express. Daily Mirror and other 
'friends of the working class'. 

Kilfoyle’s opponent on the left is 
Lesley Mahmood, a supporter of Mili¬ 
tant Tendency and the Broad Left. She 
has been expelled from the Labour 
Party in Liverpool, along with 600 other 
victims of witch-hunter general 
Kilfoyle. Her ‘crime’ is no crime for 
any class conscious worker: opposing 
the poll lax and mass redundancies. 

Where Kilfoyle is the very model of 
a model Kinnockitc careerist, Mahmood 
promises that she will be a workers' MP 


on a workers’ wage. Kilfoyle 
has the backing of Walworth 
Road and Labour councillors 
who have just voted for com¬ 
pulsory redundancies and pri¬ 
vatisation. Mahmood has the 
backing of militant rank and 
file trade unionists, those who 
want to fight the Tory govern¬ 
ment and the effects of capital¬ 
ist decline. 

For partisans of the work¬ 
ing class the choice is obvious: 
there can be no support for 
Kilfoyle or Kinnock's Labour 
Party. We must support Lesley 
Mahmood: a victory for the 
Broad Left will be a victory 
for struggle over passivity, a 
victory for those who call 
themselves socialists against 
the explicitly pro-capitalist 
politics of the Labour Party, a 
victory for the future against 
the past. 

Mahmood’s campaign 
wants and needs supporting 
trade union resolutions, donations and 
canvassers. It should get them. It should 
also get the support of all left wing 
groups and publications, along with all 


MPs who consider themselves social¬ 
ists. including Terry Fields and David 
Nellist. 

Those Trotskyites deep in the La¬ 


bour Party who say 
Mahmood is splitting the 
Labour vote arc right It is 
possible that this might let in 
the Liberal Democrats. But 
the concern of real revolu 
tionaries should not be the 
fortunes of the Labour Party, 
the bosses' "second eleven". 
Our concern is the interests 
of the working class and the 
struggle for socialism. 

As communists we 
cannot give Mahmood and 
the Broad Left anything 
other than critical support. 
We want to see Mahmood 
elected in order to show 
those who support her that 
we need to go further, that 
we need a party of revolu¬ 
tion. a Communist Parts, not 
a Broad Left, not a 'social¬ 
ist' Labour Party nor a 'real' 
Labour Parts. 

Militant is an organisa¬ 
tion which says it is revolu¬ 
tionary and Marxist. In practice it is 
committed to reformism. It still believes 
that socialism can come through a 
Labour majority in parliament, n still 


says “Labour to power on a socialist 
programme" Yet the fact of the matter 
is that I abour has never been a social¬ 
ist parts: that i-. why when it comes to 
power it always carries out the wishes 
ol capitalism 

In Liverpool Militant has pushed its 
strategy as far as it can go. The effort¬ 
less expulsions of its activists show the 
futility of it-- whole perspective. In spite 
ol all its past protestations that the only 
way forward is to stay in the Labour 
Party and to 'ubordinate every thing to 
the hopeless attempt to change it. Mili¬ 
tant has been fon cd h\ reality to break 
i w hetlier temporarily or permanently re¬ 
mains to be seen i from its /<»« pro¬ 
gramme. 

Mahmood might call herself the 
candidate >f the 'real' Labour Parts 
However in practice her decision to 
stand disprov es the notion that Labour 
^an be transformed into a socialist 
party It points to the necessity of 
workers in Britain building a genuine 
alternative, not only to Kinnock's La¬ 
bour Party but to capitalism itself. That 
pans can only be the Communist Party, 
the party we are committed to reforging. 


Glasgow Central - Rhondda - Bethnal Green and Stepney - Brent East 

Vote communist 

Statement of the four prospective parliamentary candidates of the Provisional 
Central Committee of the Communist Party of Great Britain, issued on June 4: 


T HE COMMUNIST Party’s 
decision to stand candidates in 
the forthcoming general elec¬ 
tion introduces a unique ele¬ 
ment into the charade that 
passes for 'democracy' in Britain. In 
four constituencies there will be the 
chance to vote for a genuine working 
class alternative to the true blue Tories 
of John Major and the pale pink 'To¬ 
ries' under Neil Kinnock. 

The working class of this country 
have been kicked from pillar to post for 
the past twelve years, first under 
Thatcher and now' under her chosen suc¬ 
cessor. John Major. In the face of the 
onslaught on our democratic rights, our 
jobs and living standards, the Labour 


Party has yet again proved itself worse 
than useless. 

There is no reason for any worker 
who w'anis to defend their class to vote 
for die Labour Party. Labour has always 
been a bosses' “second eleven". But 
now, there is not even any reason to 
have illusions in the Labour Party. If 
elected, Kinnock promises more of the 
same type of punishment that the Tories 
have dished out to us. 

A vote for Communist Party candi¬ 
dates is a different matter. We will enter 
parliament committed first and last to 
defending the interests of the working 
class. In contrast to the half-hearted pil¬ 
low fight that presently constitutes 
debate in the House of Commons, our 


MPs will waive parliamentary niceties 
to hammer the message home - the 
profits of the bosses are the bosses’ 
problem, we are here to defend the jobs, 
the living standards, the rights of our 
class! 

All Communist Party candidates, if 
elected, will take only the wages of the 
average worker in their constituency 
from the generous handouts that MPs 
regularly vote themselves. The rest will 
be used to strengthen the organisations 
of the working class. 

Our MPs will enter parliament not 
as pompous 'legislators', but as a guer¬ 
illa unit in the enemy camp. Our main 
aim will be to use parliament as a plat¬ 
form from which to expose the hypoc¬ 


risy, double-dealing and vicious anti¬ 
working class nature of this institution 
of 'democracy'. Through parliament, 
our MPs will work to build the 
fighlhack where it really matters - not in 
the musty halls of Westminster, but in 
mass movements of ordinary workers. 

Our election campaign will therefore 
be completely different to that of La¬ 
bour, for whom the working class elec¬ 
torate is just a ticket to Westminster. 
Our campaign is for and with the work¬ 
ing class. Our campaign aims to spread 
the politics of communism within the 
working class, and build the Communist 
Party our class needs if it is to get 
capitalism off its back. 

A vole for the candidates of the 


Provisional Central Committee of the 
Communist Parts is a s ote for social¬ 
ism. a vote for res oluiion. a s ote for the 
future! We call on all workers to take a 
stand with the Communist Parts! Vote 
CPGB and fightback! 

Tam Dean Burn. 

prospective parliamentary candidate - 
Glasgow Central. 

Mark Fischer. 

prospective parliamentary candidate - 
Rhondda. 

Stan Kelsey. 

prospective parliamentary candidate - 
Bethnal Green and Stepney 

Anne Murphy. 

prospective parliamentary candidate 
Brent East. 
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JIANG QING died on May 14 1991 at the age of 77. After serv¬ 
ing nearly 15 years of a life sentence for attempting to 'usurp' the 
power of the party anti state, she was reported as having taken her 
own life. However, in spite of the efforts of her accusers anti 
detractors, the name of Jiang Qing will forever be associated with 
China. Mao Zedong and the Cultural Revolution. 

Jiang Qing was an exceptional woman. Bom in 1914 in the 
poverty stricken province of Shandong, she broke from the ser¬ 
vile position expected of her sex at the age of 15. Against the 
wishes of the grandparents who brought her up. she joined a 
travelling theatre. This led to a career in the world of the ails and 
literature. Presented as a philistine in the west she was in truth, 
through her own efforts, highly cultured and highly educated. She 
acted in many films and plays, and studied at the Jinan college of 
experimental drama and the Lu Xun college of arts and literature 
in Yanan. some of China's most important cultural institutions. 

Above all though. Jiang Qing was a revolutionary' and a com¬ 
munist. She joined the Communist Party of China in 1933. When 
Japan launched its war of conquest in 1937 she lied Shanghai and 
made her way to the distant red base area in Shaanxi province, 
which Mao Zedong and his comrades had established after sur¬ 
viving the heroic Long March. In 1939 she married Mao, who 
gave her the name we know her by (she was bom Li Shumeng). 

Before 1966 she played a relatively obscure role in the poli¬ 
tics of People's China, concentrating mainly on the arts. But dur¬ 
ing the course of that year Jiang Qing shot to prominence through 
her leading position on the Cultural Revolution Group. For ten 
years this made her a central figure in China's leadership. 

After the 1949 revolution many in the Communist Party of 
China became increasingly perturbed by the bureacralisation of 
the state, increasingly frustrated by the slow pace of progress and 
the erosion of the egalitarian spirit that characterised the pro¬ 
tracted struggle for socialism and national liberation. First and 
foremost among them was Mao Zedong himself. 

Unfortunately his politics were never fully Marxist. Although 
he was a brilliant leader and a profound thinker, Mao had in es¬ 
sence a petty bourgeois revolutionary world outlook. This led him 
to dangerous voluntarism and dangerous experimentalism. Jiang 
Qing too suffered from these faults. 

In the late 1950s Mao's utopianism took the form of the dis¬ 
astrous so-called Great Leap Forward, an attempt to achieve 20 
years of 'normal' economic growth in one mighty spasm of 
industrialisation. It was a great failure. As a result Mao found his 
power considerably curbed. In spite of the schism with Kruschev 
and the Communist Party of the Soviet Union in the early 1960s. I 
China was undoubtedly on the same road as the Soviet Union. It I 
show ed the same problems of alienation, corruption and conser- j 
vatism: it was. after all, an example of the same socio-economic 
formation, bureaucratic socialism. 

It was against this background that Mao launched the Cul¬ 
tural Revolution. Of course in many respects the Cultural Revo¬ 
lution was a factional power struggle. But to leave it there is to 
miss its true significance. As a factional power struggle the 
Cultural Revolution undoubtedly took an unconventional form. 

The Cultural Revolution did not rely on the closed session of 
a congress or backroom manoeuvre. Nor did it rely on conven¬ 
iently sudden illness or the midnight knock on the door, ie the 
classic methods of bureaucratic socialism. Mao was either too po¬ 
litically weak to do any of that or too imaginative. He turned to 
the mass, in particular the youth. 

'Ihis is w'here Jiang Qing and the Cultural Revolution Group 
came in. Using Mao's existing great personal status, developing 
a personality cult of religious proportions to increase that status, 
they were able to mobilise a huge movement of tens of millions, 
spearheaded by the Red Guards. Sweeping aside the bureaucratic 
establishment, it launched itself against many of the genuine evils 
of bureaucratic socialism. 

There were many wrongs, many crimes on the way. There 
was certainly chaos. Yet, in spite of the many examples of self or¬ 
ganisation from below, this was in essence a utopian movement 
launched from above (the army was always kept on the side lines, 
ready to keep order if necessary ). Nevertheless in a real w-ay it 
w as a form of political revolution. That is the significance of the 
Cultural Revolution Jiang Qing led. 

The Cultural Revolution shows that in the remaining social¬ 
ist countries a proletarian political revolution can win certain sec¬ 
tions of the stale machine, can smash the headquarters of counter¬ 
revolution, can put an end to the “historic turn'' to capitalism, can 
again open up the road to communism. 

The Editor 
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LETTERS 



Unity 1 


At a time when unity of the Commu¬ 
nist movement is more essential than 
ever, you sccni determined to vilify all 
other trends but your own. Whilst I 
tend to agree with most of your argu¬ 
ments, you surely do not think that you 
have a monopoly of all Marxist wis¬ 
dom. 1 have friends in all the commu¬ 
nist parties and am prepared to discuss 
all issues on an equal basis with them. 
It therefore dismays me to read the 
confrontational attitudes you adopt to 
the rest of us. 

Surely there must be some com¬ 
mon ground which can link us. rather 
than the purist stance you take? 

John Wigmorc 
Exeter 


Unity 2 

The smell of communist "unity", and 
“communist" revival is in the air. Not 
a sweet smell, more like the stench of 
decay, of drowning swimmers trying to 
hold hands. In Cilasgow a communist 
unity meeting is called by the "Scottish 
Communist Unity Committee". In the 
north of England strange bedfellows, 
the New Communist Party (anti -Brit¬ 
ish Road la Socialism) and the Com¬ 
munist Party of Britain (.pro-British 
Road) organise joint meetings. 

In Changes letter after letter (in¬ 
spired mainly by Straight Leftists) 
pleads for a membership ballot over 
dropping the name “communist". 

So what is all this all about? Just 
wallowing in nostalgia. These Unitari¬ 
ans do not even understand the world, 
so what hope have they of changing it? 

There is only one form of commu¬ 
nist unity - on the principles of Marx. 
Engels and Lenin: in other words unity 
in action on the understanding of a 
revolutionary overthrow of capitalism, 
and the stepping on to the road through 
socialism to communism by the as¬ 
sumption of workers' power - the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. 

The only group in Britain which 
seems to be attempting to achieve this 
unity is that led by the Provisional 
Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of Great Britain. 

Genuine Communists should support 
I and join with it. 

Reg Weston 
Kent 



vanguard 


We wish to take this opportunity to 
thank you for both publishing your 
critique of Open Polemic, and the re¬ 
sponse from us. 

However. I would wish to point out 
that not all of the editorial board are ex 
members of Proletarian or the NCP. I 
myself come from a background of the 
Trotskyist tradition and have moved 
from one organisation to another in an 
attempt to find the organisation I could 
consider ready to assume the role of 
the vanguard party. This goal was 
never achieved, all I did find was that 
the different organisations only had 
one thing in common - an absolute 
hate of their revolutionary comrades in 
other organisations. 

The perpetual bickering and lack of 
a coherent strategy in building a proper 
vanguard party forced me to leave the 
‘organised’ communist movement. 

It is for those reasons I support the 
Open Polemic project, 1 believe that 
unless the myriad of so called van¬ 
guards start speaking to each other 
seriously and without the usual churl¬ 
ish behaviour then the communist 
goals in Britain will remain a pipe 


dream. Open Polemic as a project is 
there as a vehicle for that polemic. It is 
not attempting to be the basis of yet an¬ 
other vanguard. I will willingly rejoin 
the organised communist movement 
once a single vanguard party with a co¬ 
herent strategy has been formed, until 
that point I will continue to support 
Open Polemic for the reasons stated 
above. 

Alistair Parker 

Open Polemic 



Elections 


The most apt comment for the state¬ 
ment of your Provisional Central 
Committee (The Leninist No 102) 
would be ‘much the same as always’ 
not ’only just beginning'. 

The same slagging off of other 
groups which claim to be Marxist, the 
same critique of parliament and the 
same bubbling optimism for your own 
brand. It has led nowhere for the thirty- 
something years I have known the 
communist movement and it will lead 
nowhere. 

For more years than I care to recall 
you have rubbished parliament and 
then stood candidates. The civil liber¬ 
ties that we enjoy were not given away 
by Cromwell, Walpole. Pitt. Peel and 
Major nor were they given away by 
their supporters. Our 'rights’ were won 
by the Levellers turned off St George's 
Hill. Weybridge. By Diggers destroyed 
in Puritan England. By the people who 
died at Peterloo. By a woman being 
killed by the king's horse at Epsom. By 
thousands of unnamed, uasung. beaten, 
imprisoned and murdered people of 
these islands. Almost all of them would 
recognise that today we vote Labour 
with all of the reservations about the 
leadership. Any other action allows 
their enemies and our enemies to wear 
the mantle of democracy. 

With your rejection of ‘national 
roads to socialism' you have jumped 
back to the schism that led to 
Trotskyism and Stalinism and the lat¬ 
ter you reject. The real analysis of the 
first 68 years of Soviet rule has to ap¬ 
preciate the debilitating, destructive 
effect of the overt and covert interven¬ 
tion. the problems of inheriting the 
Tsarist bureaucracy, the cost of sup¬ 
porting the cordon sanitaire for 35 
years, and the human sacrifice neces¬ 
sary in amassing capital. To survive the 
Soviet government closed society 
down, they were besieged. Almost all 
experimenting stopped, they became 
unscientific until Gorbachev’s group 
were elected by the old guard of Gro¬ 
myko et al. 

Six years ago the Soviet leadership 
decided that they were strong enough 
to no longer need a cordon sanitaire. 
They decided that they were strong 
enough to cope with any covert or overt 
intervention. They believed that what¬ 
ever forces took to the streets of the 
Soviet Union the achievements were 
secure. Essentially they relumed to the 
path of science, the path of uncertainty 
and leaps in the dark. Creativity and 
experimentation. At the same time they 
released from suspended animation the 
Soviet bloc. 

Because it is science no-one knows 
the answers. Tie outcome can only be 
guessed at. It might be a return to capi¬ 
talism. it might not include the CPSU. 
However one thing is certain, the 
CPSU opened the door to pioneering 
activity. Out of the chaos will come a 
society that has amongst its ingredients 
Marxism. As a consequence our future 
is brighter than ever before. All you 
have to do is become scientific ! 
Lawrence Finley 
Surrey 



‘Stalinite’? 


Paul Conlon (The Leninist Nol02) does 
no service to anti-imperialism by his 
ignorant diatribe against Trotsky. 


Evidently he has not read Trotsky’s 
letter to Rivera C On the Sino Japanese 
War’ 1937) only the part quoted by 
Workers Press, which serves as his cue 
to launch a sweeping attack on all 
shades of “Trotskyist" opinion, rein¬ 
forced by a garbled and dishonest ac¬ 
count of Trotsky’s views. Certainly he 
has not read Trotsky's many other 
writings on China in which he consis¬ 
tently attacks the Stalinist policy of 
forcing the Chinese communists into a 
disastrous relationship with Chiang 
Kai-Shek. 

In the letter to Rivera. Trotsky ar¬ 
gues that the Chinese workers should 
participate in the war against Japan 
"without abandoning for a single 
moment their own programme and 
independent activity". In Conlon’s 
hands this is portrayed as “lack of class 
understanding" and then as a "commu¬ 
nity of class interest theory". Yet even 
Conlon acknowledges that the workers 
should "fight against feudal-capitalist 
China and the Japanese imperialists, for 
an uninterrupted revolution through to 
socialism.” In order to score a point 
against Trotskyism he has to invent the 
fiction of “unity with Chiang Kai- 
Shek.” 

China was not just feudal-capitalist 
but a semi-colony “which Japan is 
transforming under our very eyes into 
a colonial country" (Trotsky). Commu¬ 
nist policy should be determined by 
concrete analysis, not by dogma. 
Hence, both Conlon and Workers Press 
are wrong to appeal to the China ques¬ 
tion to "prove" a point regarding the 
Gulf War. Not all by any means of 
those claiming to be Trotskyist adopted 
the policy of Victory to Iraq, only those 
he finds it convenient to select. 

In my own view these slogans did 
compromise the political independence 
of the workers' movement, though not 
as much as resorting to linking up with 
pacifists to lobby the US embassy. By 
contrast, the Workers League (USA) 
and the International Communist Party 
here have put forward a class strategy 
to defeat imperialism, but you have 
chosen to ignore this (and also ignore 
their polemic against The Leninist). 
Perhaps a truthiul account would not sit 
well with Conlon's resounding decla¬ 
rations about “Leninism unadulterated 
by the falsehoods of Trotsky", all de¬ 
livered in the pompous and verbose 
style which in happier times might 
have earned him a job w riting Pravda 
editorials. 

All Cordon's anti-Trotskyist bigotry 
is just a smoke-screen for The Lenin¬ 
ist's failure to explain its own origins 
as a tendency. It emerged only recently 
to challenge the Euro reformists. 
Where w as the "Leninist" tendency or 
its precursors in the previous 50 years? 
Despite your present readiness to make 
occasional criticisms of Stalin your 
forbears as a Leninist tendency did not 
exist and your forbears as members of 
the Party you are now trying to raise 
from the dead were the loyal servants 
of ‘official communism' (read Stalin¬ 
ist bureaucracy). Scratch a "provisional 
Leninist" and find a neo-Stalinitc? 
Mike Martin 
Sheffield 


Italian trip 

I vvas fortunate enough to spend a long 
weekend in Venice over June 7-9 as 
representative of the CPGB Provisional 
Central Committee and guest of the 
Italian CNNA (anti-nuclear anti-impe¬ 
rialist coordination) at their 1,000 
strong international conference 
"Against the Europe of the bosses. 
Let's build the Europe of the move¬ 
ments". 

CNNA was set up in 1983 by Au- 
tonomia Operaia (Workers' Auton¬ 
omy). which itself came from the 
merging of a diverse multitude of 
revolutionaries and militant activists 
whose organisations had disintegrated 
in ideological disarray, and who came 
together on the anti-Leninist principles 
ol no common ideology and no central- 
ised leadership - principles which 







IN STRUGGLE 


LETTERS 


Ucatt’s Peter Lenahan has been the subject of vicious press 
smears. Not only have his past brushes with the law been ‘exposed’, 
but apparently worse, he has been linked to the Communist Party of 
Britain - actually he remains a member of the Euro organisation. The 
campaign against Lenahan is part of a much wider campaign against 
Ucatt and all building workers. For years Ucatt was run by a right 
wing, pro-Kinnock mafia which used ballot rigging, corruption and 
sweetheart deals to keep their posts and keep in with the bosses. This 
cosy existence was thrown into crisis when in spite of the media, 
Lenahan and two other left wingers were elected to the Ucatt execu¬ 
tive. The new Broad Left majority suspended general secretary, Albert 
Williams, because of his suspected involvement in ballot-rigging, and 
now talks of using industrial muscle to improve wages and conditions 
in the industry. Naturally this provoked the wroth of the bosses and 
their media. It also provoked the defection to the EETPU of 11 Ucatt 
officials. In return for cushy jobs they promised Eric Hammond 
50,000 recruits. Thankfully, so far they have proved woefully unsuc¬ 
cessful. Ucatt remains solid in spite of media attack, the treachery of 
its own right wing and a kick-'em-when-they're-down attempt by 
John Edmonds and the GMB, which has given positions to other 
defecting Ucatt officials. Ucatt members must rebut attempts to 
undermine their union no matter what quarter they originate from. 
However, they should not take an uncritical attitude towards the 
Broad Left. After all, their suspended general secretary was himself 
once elected on a Broad Left slate. The present mess shows that the 
militant minority in Ucatt must fight for one union for all workers in 
the construction industry; a union in which all officials receive the 
pay of the average member, and are subject to regular election and 
instant recall. AL 


rifles and pistols". 

This quotation is actually out of 
context. I enclose a copy of page 8 of 
a Supplement to The Weekly Mail May 

10 to May 16 1991, giving the text of 
a statement signed by the secretaries of 
the ANC. the SACP and Cosatu (who 
arc all ANC members), entitled ‘We 
Pledge to Work for Peace’. This makes 

11 clear dial the organisations concerned 
want the security forces of the apart¬ 
heid suite to keep the peace, and the 
people must not be allowed to carry 
arms. It can be inferred that ihe call to 
the people to arm themselves is merely 
a threat to be carried out if the state 
does not act against violence to the 
satisfaction of the ANC. 

In fact the ANC has suspended its 
armed struggle to support its attempts 
to conduct negotiations with the stale, 
and to this end has even surrendered 
some of its amis caches. Chris Hani, 
Ihe leader of Umkhonto we Sizwe, has 
suggested that it and the South African 
Defence Force should be merged, in 
emulation, presumably, of what has 
happened in Zimbabwe and Namibia in 
the setting up of a unified military 
force. 

Meanwhile the people in South 
Africa are getting armed in one way or 
another. The police there have said that 
die re are 2'A million registered weapons, 
owned by white people mainly, and 
estimate another 700.000 are unregis 
tered. There are 4'/i million whites. 
Many people, mainly Inkatha mem 
hers, arc carrying culturally traditional 
weapons. AK47’s are being smuggled 
in from Mozambique. Large industrial 
organisations are required to maintain 
armed security forces by law. The 
notorious third force, allegedly the state 
forces, is arming and training agents 
provocateurs and bussing them into 
flashpoints. The stale is armed to the 
teeth with sophisticated and modem 
weapons manufactured locally. South 
Africa is an arms exporter. Experience 
in Iraq has shown that its artillery is the 
best in the world. The PAC’ and Azapo, 
both having stated that their aim is so¬ 
cialism. arc continuing the armed 
struggle and are importing amis, but on 
a scale they do not reveal. 

It seems to me that the present 
conflict in South Africa is going to be 
resolved by the force of amis, and not 
necessarily in favour of the forces of 
progress. Acts of violence, w ith people 
being killed, are a daily occurrence. 
Meanwhile those ancient and careerist 
uncles (interspersed with an occasional 
aunty) who. despite their devotion to 
negotiations, have been obliged to 
suspend them in the face of the contin¬ 
ual violence, still hope for "the real 
possibility of a negotiated settlement to 
end apartheid" and flout the condemna¬ 
tion of secret meetings with the apart¬ 
heid state demanded overwhelmingly 
at the ANC Consultative Conference 
last December. 

They should join the Salvation 
Amiy. Maybe then they might gel pie 
in the sky when they die. However a 
backlash at grassroots level in the ANC 
is growing. Let us hope that the floor in 
the forthcoming ANC National Confer¬ 
ence in July, where a new NEC will be 
elected, will force through a more 
principled and militant policy. As for 
the SACP, it has stated that, after lib¬ 
eration, socialism will be attained 
through peaceful discussion, which the 
participants will doubtless conduct with 
the pic of office, shared with de Klerk 
and the Trans-Nationals, in their hands, 
if not on their faces. 

I enclose a cheque for £30 in sup¬ 
port of the Summer Offensive. 

David Kitson 
Zimbabwe 


tion has already been answered by 
history in Eastern Europe, and in the 
GDR in particular, where such hopes 
proved futile and the armed forces of 
bureaucratic socialism showed in prac¬ 
tice that they w'ere eminently suitable 
for the job of defending the new capi¬ 
talist order. 

Another point of difference was our 
attitudes towards the Gulf War, where 
the NPC comrades expressed the view 
that it was correct to take sides with 
Hussein once the war with US imperi¬ 
alism had begun. 

The immediate future prospects for 
the NPC are clouded with the confu¬ 
sion being caused among Italian com¬ 
munists by the imminent ‘left’ split 
from what was the Communist Party, 
a ‘communist’ split which is currently 
stealing the media limelight. 

While our views are not identical 
with the NPC, we are treading the same 
path. 

Stan Kelsey 
London 


Living 

Marxism? 


Dessie Ellis was extradited to Britain on November 14 1990. This in 
spile of his hunger strike, a mass campaign in the Twenty-six Counties 
and the dropping of charges under the Explo- 

sive Substances \ct. Instead he is being prose- 
cuted under two new 


invited from the revolutionary move- Thank you for the back issues of The 

ments of the so-called Third World - Leninist, which I hugely enjoyed. It 

from the Palestinian Intifada, from was refreshing to read lively, open, 

Mexico and Panama - as well as the honest and substantial articles, which 

present writer, who pointed the way made me rethink many of my previous 

forward. Indeed, the Tupac Amaru political positions. After reading the 

guerillas of Peru and the Salvadorean petty bourgeois lightweight drivel in 

FMLN speakers answered the pathetic Living Marxism (or.as you call it. Co - 

pleas that "more solidarity” should be ing Comfortably) it is good to see 

given to the hard pressed comrades in someone who understands the ABC of 

the so-called Third World by pointing Marxism. 

to Lenin’s view - that the best form of Incidcntly, when the powers-that-be 
solidarity is to make revolution in your in the RCP decided that they were 

own country. Our Provisional Central going to channel all their energy (and 

Committee’s call for reforging the money) into Laving Comfortably, we. in 

communist parties received an enthu- and around the RCP, were reassured 

siastic hearing in these quarters! that it would not be another Marxism 

Later 1 travelled south to Naples to Today. Some of us were not convinced, 

spend a day in discussion with the I remember somebody writing into The 

comrades of the National Political Next Step saying that LM could be a 

Committee of Marxist-Leninists. As financial and political disaster, as TNS 

the Italian Communist Party has liqui- would be downgraded and the RCP 

dated itself and the communist trade would cease to intervene in political 

union centre, the CGIL, is “being struggles. The Powers That Be insisted 

rocked in the arms of the bourgeoisie”, that this would not happen: TNS would 

comrades around the communist jour- continue to function as normal and 

nal of “politics, economics, culture and there would not be a Marxism Today LI. 

ecology”, L'Ugluaglianza (Equality), Look at what happened! Spot the 

have been striving since the spring of mugs... 

1990 "not just to put together the frag¬ 
ments of the various expressions, more 
or less organised, of Marxism-Lenin¬ 
ism existing in Italy, but of creating a 
new historical core of Marxist-Lenin¬ 
ists that will be the centre of the revo¬ 
lutionary unity of the working class, 
and which, at the end of a political 
process of struggle, will announce the 
creation of its own class organisations” 

(L' Ugluaglianza, February 17 1991). 

The NPC was elected at a prelimi¬ 
nary conference of Marxist-Leninists in 
Rome in December 1990, and recog¬ 
nises the necessity of theoretical clar¬ 
ity, of “starting from the correct analy¬ 
sis of the historical reality we operate 
in.” It also quite rightly emphasises that 
“the organisation of our class cannot 
simply be rhetorically proclaimed, but 
has to be operated now with initiatives 
of struggle ... for the working class to 
reunify, mature politically and reorgan¬ 
ise to fulfil its historical role” (Ibid). 

The NPC has set itself the task of 
working for "the reconstruction of the 
wwking class party and trade union’. 

This confuses a matter of principle, the 
key task for Italian communists - the 
reforging of a genuine Communist 
Pany - with the tactical matter of how 
to deal with the trade union question. 

Mixing the two things together in the 
same phrase fails to single out the party 
question as the crucial one. 

On the future of the Soviet Union 
the NPC comrades were somewhat 
more optimistic in the short term than 
ourselves, hoping that counterrevolu¬ 
tion can be avoided through the act of 
the Soviet armed forces, which arc “not 
bureaucratic”. I argued that this ques- 


harges of conspiracy. It I 

lias been practice m the Twenty-six Counties 9 Bj 

that the accused person can be extradited only I 

to face the charges laid down in the warrant. Ik ' ai J m 

Clearly Dessie Hilis is being framed by the \ 

British state. That is why the Justice tor Dessie j 

Ellis Campaign has been set up to defend him. 

This needs that 

takes the argument into the working class, n , <ntrrp<i<;fiil rla <?9 
fighting for his release in workplaces and trade stru g gle can guare ntee 
unions. Having said this, it is a weakness that freei |rjsh |jtica , 
the Dessie Ellis Campaign takes as its model n 
the Guildford Four. Birmingham Six type H 
approach: an orientation to establishment figures and overemphasise 
on the Irish community. As we have argued many times, this leaves the 
basic reasons for his imprisonment - the British occupation of Ireland - 
unraised and unchallenged within the workers' movement. What is needed 
is a fight that links the war with the framing of Irish prisoners. Until 
this is done, there will be an unceasing chain of Birmingham Sixes. Dessie 
Ellises, W inchester Threes, etc. It is crucial that all partisans of the 
Irish struggle take up the tight to release Dessie. on an explicitly anti- 
imperialist basis, I VC 


Thameside estate, south-east London May 25. One thousand rally 
with the aim of stopping a British National Party demonstration, 
called supposedly against the Rev A1 Sharpton. the l S black national¬ 
ist leader. He had a high profile presence on the April 27 protest 
against the racist attacks in the area which culminated in the murder 
of Rolan Adams, a black 15 year old. by ten to fifteen thugs on 
February 21 In the event, the BNP’s national mobilisation only 
mustered 150. Although the scum were forced to re-route, an opportu¬ 
nity to directly take them on was missed. There was friction between 
the separatist Black National Caucus and the SWP. the largest left 
group on the counter demonstration. But only local youth and Anti- 
Fascist Action were intent on attacking the fascists. The Met moved to 
protect their own with horse and riot squads, and ten anti-tascists were 
arrested. Exemplary action, however, is not sufficient. \\ hat is needed 
is united black and white Workers’ Defence Corps and the sort of 
mass mobilisation which stopped Mosley and the blackshirts in 1936. 
and the sort of reforged Communist Panv which w ill make that 
possible. SQ 


It should conic as no surprise to you 
that Norma and I should express our 
approval of the article ‘Arms and the 
Workers’ in The Leninist Nol03. I 
remember Allen Hutt telling me of a 
march of the unemployed in 1936. 
When confronted with the police who 
were intending to break it up because 
it was within a mile of parliament, the 
front ranks suddenly melted away to 
reveal a phalanx of hefty workers 
armed with pick helves. 

That day every policeman in Cen¬ 
tral London got beaten up. I suppose, 
however, that police riot techniques 
have gol more sophisticated since then. 

Allen, incidentally, was one of the 
best rifle shots in Britain, besides being 
a Cambridge historian, chief sub-edi¬ 
tor of the Daily Worker, one time 
member of the CC of the CPGB, the 
British and later, the international, 
expert on newspaper typography, edi¬ 
tor of The Jourmilist. the journal of the 
NUJ, for 28 years, the only typographer 
to be elected to the Royal Design Insti¬ 
tute and equally fluent in English. 
French and Russian. 

1 notice that you said: “the South 
African Communist Party is urging the 
setting up and development of self 
defence units in the townships using le¬ 
gally obtainable weapons such as air 


The 8th Summer Offensive is now in full swing, 
but our £600 monthly fighting fund target still has 
to be achieved. The money is used to pay the 
larger part of our production costs, and these 
continue to rise. Helping us to meet the target 
will ensure the regular appearance ot The Lenin¬ 
ist in the period leading up to the general elec¬ 
tion. This is going to be a crucial time tor pre¬ 
senting the communist alternative to the bour¬ 
geois parties, and building support tor our \ ote 
Communist’ campaign, so don’t hold back. The 
post for June has been encouraging so tar. \\ ith 
£80 from our longstanding comrade DK and 
weekly £10 donations from comrade \S. Thanks 
also to comrades PH. JS and NC. 

Vernon Douglas 
Fund Organiser 


Note: Letters have been shortened due 
to lack of space. For reasons of politi¬ 
cal security we have changed certain 
names, addresses and details. 


WRITE OR RING 


If you wish to reply to any of these 
letters, raise questions or comment on 
articles in The Leninist, please write to 
The Editor. BCM Box 928. London 
WCIN 3XX. or phone 071-4}I 3135. 







All of this will require money; at the most 
conservative estimate some £20.000 and probably 
considerably more. A substantial clement of this 
year's Summer Offensive will therefore go towards 
providing the financial muscle necessary for this 
huge undertaking. This year’s campaign will di¬ 
rectly underpin the biggest propaganda offensive 
the Provisional Central Committee of the Commu¬ 
nist Party has ever launched! 

The tenor of this year’s Offensive was set at its 
launch meeting on June 8 in Central London. Party 
members, supporters and sympathisers pledged an 
initial £19,525, some £4,000 more than last year's 
initial starting figure. Taken together with figures 
for comrades who had ‘jumped the gun’ and al¬ 
ready paid money, this meeting actually saw 
£3,964 raised towards our £30,000 target - a bril¬ 
liant start! With a number of comrades’ pledges 
still to come in. we are confident of smashing 
through our £30.000 goal! 

As comrades set about their individual targets, 
they might find it amusing to compare the verve 
and confidence with which our Party faces up to its 
tasks with the wretched Euro has-beens, 'organ¬ 
ised' (a generous term) around the dismal rag 
ChangesAi motley crew who still have the temer¬ 
ity to occasionally call themselves ’the Communist 
Party’). 

In Changes of May 25. we read of the Euro 
leadership wishing to “expresses its appreciation 
to every individual and organisation that con¬ 
tributed” to their two month ‘transformation 
appeal'. And their “impressive total”? Just 
£33.439! Especially not impressive if we take in to 
account two facts. Fact one. only £17.459 actually 
came in. the balance only exists in pledges. Fact 


O UR annual Summer Offensive is not 
simply about raising the funds necessary 
to maintain our organisation at its current 
level of activity and intervention. It is a 
reciprocal part of the fight to raise our¬ 
selves to the tasks that life itself is demanding of 
us - a successful Summer Offensive gives us the 
financial means to take the fight for our Party 
forward and by fighting to make it a success, we 
train our organisation politically and ideologically 
in Bolshevism. 

This 8th Summer Offensive - set this year al 
£30,000 to be raised during the months of June and 
July - is no exception. It takes place in the context 
of intense media speculation concerning the lim¬ 
ing of the next general election; of disorientation 
and panic in the ranks of the British bourgeoisie's 
preferred party of government, the Tories; and of 
the continued resurgence of the Labour Party, now 
firmly in the grip of the explicitly pro-capitalist 
Kinnock. 

Faced with this, our Provisional Central Com¬ 
mittee has taken the decision to stand four candi¬ 
dates in the General Election. Our comrades w ill 
stand in two London constituencies, and one each 
in Wales and Scotland (see the statement from 
candidates). After decades of wrecking activities 
by the opportunists, we are sianding primarily to 
further our aim of reforging the CPGB. The cam¬ 
paign will emphatically underline the truth that the 
Communist Party is not 'dead', as the crowing 
bosses' media suggests; that it lives and is getting 
ready for business under its Provisional Central 
Committee. 

Through our campaign, we will take that 
unequivocal propaganda message to hundreds of 


thousands of workers. That said, our Party is fight¬ 
ing to win. We arc taking the campaign seriously 
and making every effort to maximise our impact, 
despite our current feeble organisational structures. 

TTais will entail a relatively massive exercise in 
propaganda, dwarfing anything we have attempted 
so far. This will be Party work on a genuinely mass 
base. It is a period in bourgeois political life when, 
in however secondary and indirect a way. the 
masses 'enter' politics. 


To take maximum advantage of this, we will be 
producing between 100.000 to 5(X),000 individual 
pieces of Party propaganda, in the form of posters, 
papers, election addresses, stickers and. most 
significantly ol all. the relaunch of a mass paper for 
the latter period of the election campaign - the 
Pally Worker. Thousands of communist work 
hours will be spent in the constituencies, making 
local contacts and taking the first steps in building 
a powerful communist organisation. 


Youth and Revolution? 





“Young communists gathered in Nc 
political discussion at the re-estab' 
League.” (Morning Star, May 28 9 3 


he weekend for two days of 
ss of the Young Communist 


The last gasps of the old YCL: that time the secretary was lucky, and got someone 
to hold the other end of the banner. Don't expect this much from the CPB 


s version 

gades. What youth they have attracted, they have 
failed to train or retain - surely a damning indict¬ 
ment of their 'revolutionary' pretensions. 

What are wc to make then of the recent an¬ 
nouncement that the Young Communist League 
has been "re-established" under the w ing of the 
Communist Party of Britain, the Morning Star's 
split? Quite frankly, not much. The “re-establish¬ 
ment" of the YCL is just as bogus as the CPB's 
claim to have “re-established" the Communist 
Party. It was. and remains, the youth section of an 
'official communist' rump. The YCL remains to be- 
re-established. 

fhrec years ago, review ing issue No2 of Young 
Communist - then more honestly the journal of the 
CPB Youth Section - wc noted that it had two aims: 
“theoretical clarity" and the building of a “new 
YCL' The CPB Youth Section has achieved nei¬ 
ther ol these two objectives. Its journal has contin¬ 
ued with the same tired rehashes of TUC/CPB 
official optimism'. A rigorous, icon-smashing hunt 


Y OUTH IS rightly seen by communists as 
the barometer of the revolution. We do 
not make a fetish out of being under 30, 
indeed wc value highly the experience 
and scope that Party veterans can bring to 
our ranks. Nevertheless, revolutionary organisa¬ 
tions are organisations of the young. As Engles 
wrote: "is it not natural that youth should pre¬ 
dominate in our Party, the revolutionary Party? 
We are the Party of the future, and the future 
belongs to youth. We are the Parly of innova¬ 
tors, and it is always the youth that most eagerly 
follows the innovators.” 

1 oday, with a few honourable exceptions, our 
organisation and its periphery is composed of 
young workers, drawn to our revolutionary plat¬ 
form and our self-sacrificing struggle for the future. 
Our party is the p;irty of the future and it is a party 
ol youth, in contrast, the opportunist fragments of 
‘official communism' arc made up of the old. those 
who have grown tired al the age of 40. and rene- 
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Eric Heffer: 

Labourism and back 


The death of Eric Heffer has exposed all the 
contradictions in the Labour Party. His life and 
political career reflected those very same con¬ 
tradictions 




From Labourism, through communism and back to Labourism - picking up the church on the way 

■ N HIS political lifetime. Eric SWF. and what has been written is a denigrated by those who refuse to face 


I N HIS political lifetime. Eric 
Heffer - Labour MP for Walton 
from 1964 until his death at the age 
of 69 - completed a full circle. 
Starting off as a Labour Party 
member in his youth, he left to join the 
CPGI3. He then found himself out of the 
CPGB. not least because of his opposi- 
lion to its call in 1945 for a Labour- 
Tory coalition government, and in the 
ranks of the Socialist Workers Federa¬ 
tion (of which I was London secretary 
in 1957). After concluding that the SWF 
was gelling nowhere he abandoned it in 
order to rejoin the Labour Party. 

In the obituaries written on Heffer. 
hardly any mention has been made ol 
the period he spent in the ranks ol the 


gross distortion ol the tacts, falsely 
alleging that during that period Heffer, 
as a member of the Socialist Workers 
Federation, was both a syndicalist and 
an anti-parliamentarian (Workers Press, 
No 265). 

Heffer, while in the SWF. bitterly 
attacked both the Communist Party’s 
peaceful parliamentary British Rood to 
Socialism and the reformist Labour 
Party, at a time when the Trotskyite 
movement was its most ardent sup¬ 
porter. He also lought lor the independ- 
ent revolutionary party in opposition to 
the Trotskyite liquidation into the 
Labour Party. No wonder I letter’s slum 
period here has to he distorted and 


up to their own reactionary history. It 
was only when Heffer left revolutionary 
politics and entered the Labour Party as 
a left reformist that he became, in the 
eyes of Trotskyism, a progressive 
worthy of support. 

Erie Heffer was a man who was 
politically guided more by Christian 
humanitarian feelings than by his intel¬ 
lect: his theoretical understanding ot 
Marxism-Leninism was very limited, 
which was one of his great weaknesses. 
His other main fault was his naivety, 
which carried over into his political lite. 
He was an idealist who considered that 
through force of argument and example, 
people, irrespective ol their material 


class interests, could be won to the 
cause of bettering the conditions of the 
workers, and eventually introducing 
socialism. 

Despite his experience of serving in 
the reactionary Wilson government, and 
his experience of Kinnock's right wing 
policies. Heffer continued to support 
both the Wilson government and the 
reactionary Labour Party, in the hope of 
their salvation. In fact. Heffer. as a 
member of the Parliamentary Labour 
Party, became the personification of the 
left reformist forces of Militant and 
other Trotskyite groups, who despite 
their lip service to socialism, continue 
to have, and to foster, illusions in La¬ 
bour governments. 

The Trotskyite press fails to politi- 
eally expose the likes ol Heffer. the left 
relormists. as a danger to the workers 
struggle for the revolutionary overthrow 
of capitalism The reason being that 
they themselves keep the workers tied 
to the capitalist system through acting 
as a left support lor the bourgeois 
Labour Party. So they present him as 
“F.ric Heffer; a good man fallen 
among Anglicans” (Workers Press 
June 8). It was precisely because Hef¬ 
fer was sincere in his illusions, that he 
was a greater danger to working class 
struggle, and more effective in gaining 
workers' support for Labourism, as his 
constituency voting proved, than the 
transparently careerist right wingers 

Socialism and the class struggle is 
not advanced by 'good men' who advo¬ 
cate pious dreams and support reaction 
in practice, in the hallowed environs ot 
Westminster. Rather it is the struggle ot 
ordinary workers. Although he gave lip 
service to the need for socialism and 
democracy from below, and gave his 
name to workers' struggles, at no time 
did he reject or expose the trappings and 
corruption of parliamentary politics: at 
no time did he declare for the demo¬ 
cratic right of his constituents to recall 
him from parliament; at no time did he 
declare for living on the average 
worker’s wage. 

His socialism and democracy from 
below were not for working class 
power.They were conditional on the 
working class acting as a mere pressure 
group upon parliament, but not seri¬ 
ously interfering with bourgeois parlia¬ 
mentary democracy. This is typical of 
left reformism. As Socialist Organiser. 
correctly in our opinion, declares in its 
obituary: ‘'Eric Heffer ... was the 
nearest thing to a Socialist Organiser 
MP” (No488). 

Although pointing out the limita¬ 
tions of Heffer as an individual, at no 
point does the Trotskyite press expose 
the true reactionary role that such 
people play in practice in deceiving the 
working class and keeping it tied to the 
barbaric capitalist system. That Eric was 
a good, sincere but confused man does 
not excuse or expunge his objective role 
as a defender of the capitalist system, 
however much he made speeches con¬ 
demning it. 

In typically subjective defensive 
manner Workers Power declares he 

was "an opponent of capitalism and 
a battler for working class people, 
both before and after his election to 
parliament”. Maybe verbally, yes, but 
not a word about his support for the 
Wilson government in which he served 


as a minister, and to which he continued 
to declare his support even after being 
sacked. Sacked, let it be noted, not for 
any campaign in defence of the working 
class against this reactionary govern¬ 
ment which was planning drastic cuts in 
workers’ living standards, but because 
of his opposition to Common Market 
entry, because it would infringe upon 
Britain’s sovereignty! 

After singing his praises. Workers 
Power regrets that he. "Unfortunately 
... chose - the Socialist International 
- I that) betrayed the interests of the 
workers of the world just as much as 
much as the Labour Party betrays 
them in Britain.” Workers Power 
considers it ’unfortunate’ that he chose 
these reactionary bodies as a vehicle for 
hre activ ities (and not Workers Power!). 
as if this was an accident. 

The organisations Heffer worked in 
(lowed from his politics. It’s the same 
with the Trotskyites who. with their 
policy of support for Labour in and out 
ol government, naturally join the La¬ 
bour Party and support the betrayers of 
the working class, despite their verbal 
condemnation of its leaders. 

As a cover for left reformism. 
H orkers Power quotes Heffer. without 
criticism, say ing that he "liked to place 
himself in the tradition of the Ger¬ 
man revolutionary. Rosa Luxem¬ 
bourg". True, but what an insult to this 
genuine revolutionary fighter! And not 
a word from Workers Power to disabuse 
such a gross distortion of historical 
comparison. 

Because Heffer was prepared to 
write tor and support Trotsky ite groups 
in their left reformist activities and 
policies, they are prepared to pull a veil 
over his true role as an opponent of 
revolutionary Marxist politics, and to 
criticise him merely for his limitations 
in believing that the Labour Party could 
be transformed into a genuine socialist 
party In fact. Heffer was more honest 
than his Trotsky ite friends in taking his 
support for Labourism to its logical 
conclusion of serving as a minister in 
Her Majesty’s (capitalist) government. 

No one can doubt Heffer’s sincerity 
and genuine desire to see the betterment 
of his class, despite his confused and 
muddled left reformist policies: he 
hated the inequalities and poverty af¬ 
flicting the workers. His opposition to 
Wilson, which lost him his government 
position, and his opposition to kinnock. 
which led to the loss of his party execu¬ 
tive post, are evidence enough that he 
was not a personal climber. 

The lesson to be learnt from Eric’s 
life in politics, is that sincerity. honesty 
and goodness of lx*art are not enough. It 
is through men like Heffer. Lanshury 
and Co. that right wing Labourism, and 
ultimately capitalism, ensnare the left- 
moving workers into the trap of left 
reformism, so impeding the develop¬ 
ment of genuine anti-capitalist mov e¬ 
ments, and thereby preserving the very 
evil that these naive and pious people 
hated so much. Only a Communist 
Parly firmly based upon the scientific 
theory and practice of Marxism-Lenin¬ 
ism can advance the struggle and the 
day when capitalism is overthrown, and 
the evils capitalism inflicts upon the 
working class are abolished forever. 

Paul Conlon 
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V 


I Veteran communist Glads \ 

Brooks, writing in the 
Euros' Changes of May II. 
congratulates' the ‘new think¬ 
ers' who lead that organisation. 
She points our that given the 
precipitous decline in 
membership, “with one bound .. 
they have set us free from the 
agonising decision of choosing 
a new name ... Just a few more 
months of new thinking and the 
name problem solves itself - 
nowt left". Buy that woman a 
dunk, someone. 

■ A clear example of unem¬ 
ployment as a form of 
conscription comes from the 
Glasgow Herald of June 5th. 
The King's Own Scottish Bor¬ 
derers may escape the axe in the 
coming defem c cuts because its 
Hamilton recruitment office is 
the busiest in Britain. Local 
youth unemployment has risen 
by over 309c in the last year and 
will increase further with more 
layoffs at Ravenscraig steel¬ 
works. 

■ .4 recent editorial in the 
Gorbachev-sycophant 
Morning Star claimed that, in 
treading (or tumbling) down the 
path of perestroika, the Soviet 
Union had reaffirmed the social¬ 
ist choice Alas for these hacks, 
this appeared the same day that 
it was announced that 'Socialist' 
was dropped in favour of Sov¬ 
ereign' in the country's title. 
Read carefully Union of Soviet 
Sovereign Republics. Get the 
picture? 

■ hi the days before it played 
Blitz to Marxism Today’s 
The Face with Living Marxism. 
the Revolutionary Communist 
Parry used to organise an an¬ 
nual summer school. Preparing 
for Power. Now that it has given 
up preparing for power, instead 
it is going Towards 2.000 
(something the RCP. like every¬ 
one else, has no choice in). The 
TUC. too, has just launched a 
consultative document entitled ■ 
yes - ’Towards 2.000'. Mere co¬ 
incidence. you tlunk ' Don’t you 
believe it... 

■ The June edition of Living 
Marxism in reviewing the 
'stylish' men's magazine 
Esquire me luded the following 
observation "Unfortunately, the 
pages are filled, as I found out 
browsing through my compli¬ 
mentary cops, with the same 
sort of stuff you get in most 
men’s magazines - fashion, 
food. fads, famous people, sex 
and a lew pseudo-political, 
semi-analytical articles, plus lots 
and lots of advertising". Tunny, 
this sounds like quite an accu¬ 
rate description of LM itself. 
Perhaps Harry Steel, lead writer 
of Straight Lett will oblige 


Communist Unity Convention: 

Hodgson on affiliation 

The formation of the CPGB and its early years: 
documents, resolutions and manifestos 





O N AUGUST I 1920, ihe 
second day of the Commu¬ 
nist Unity Convention, it was 
agreed to establish a Provi¬ 
sional Executive Committee, 
j This was done by adding to the exist- 
I ing Joint Provisional Committee six 
members directly elected from the con- 
| vention. After this and sending "warm- 
I est greetings" to the 2nd Congress of 
j the Communist International, business 
I turned to relations between the new 
Communist Party and the Labour 
i Party. Where the vote for using parlia- 
| ment as a platform for revolutionary 
j propaganda was a foregone conclusion 
this was a far more controversial issue 
because it divided the British Socialist 
I Party and the Communist Unity Gn>up, 
j the two main organisations that came 
| together to form the CPGB. 

Two alternative propositions were 
put: 

| A. That the Communist Party shall be 
I affiliated to the Labour Party. 

B. That the Communist Party shall not 
be affiliated to the Labour Party. 

These propositions were submit¬ 
ted in this form so that there should 
be no ambiguity. If the convention 
decided to go into the Labour Party, 
delegates could then discuss how far 
we should go in and what we should 
do when we got there. Proposition A 
was moved by comrade JF Hodgson 
of Grimsby BSP and Provisional 
Executive Committee member. The 
follow ing is an edited version of his 
speech. 

Mr Chairman and comrades, after the 
exhausting proceedings through which 
we have just passed, it is my very 
pleasant duty to introduce you to the 
real bone of contention, and I would 
like to say before I commence to speak 
on behalf of the BSP, which was and is 
not, that from the first in these unity 
proceedings and conferences, which 
have been almost as exhausting as our 
proceedings this morning, we have 
! always maintained the point of view 
j that the Party itself, when formed. 

| should be allowed to decide on this 
very important matter. 

We have never budged from that 
I position, and when at last it was de¬ 
cided - as the executive's or parly's 
delegates could not agree - it was de¬ 
cided to put the matter to the vote of a 
rank and file convention, it was on our 
proposal that that was done. Our 
friends on the other side accepted the 
J proposal readily. 


Now I say that because I want to 
add that, as far as we are concerned, we 
are very keen on this matter, but that 
whichever way the vote sh-ill go, it is 
our intention, even though it be against 
us. it shall not be the means of reduc¬ 
ing one jot the enthusiasm and energy 
which we intend to put into this new 
Party. I call for that spirit from those 
who differ from us. and I want to 
remind you that unless we have that 
spirit present among us in all our pro¬ 
ceedings as a Party in the future, we are 
bom to impotence and are likely to 
enter into disaster quite soon 

1 hope that we shall settle this 
matter of the Labour Party ... settle it 
one way or the other. It has been said 
that it is perfectly easy talking here¬ 
about the Labour Party itself, because 
most of the delegates have come to this 
conference with a mandate. Well, it 
applies to most of us: but at any rate I 
take this view, that we have had these 
discussions ad nauseam, and I suggest 
that we should try to steer clear of the 
old cut and dried arguments, and to see 
if we can strike out on a new line. We 
shall be assisted in that effort by certain 
things that have transpired quite lately. 

For instance, there is Lenin's book 
on the Infant disorders of the Left Com¬ 
munists. an interesting work which 
sheds a Hood of light upon the whole 
question Also we have had - and I 
want to refer to this matter first - we 
have had from the Left Communists [in 
Britain represented by Sylvia 
Pankhurst’s Workers’ Socialist 
Federation - Ed] a clear declaration 
that their policy with regard to the 
Labour Party is distinct from their 
policy towards the trade unions. It 
appears that we arc not to join the 
Labour Party because it is led by trade- 
union leaders, who have a bourgeois 
outlook and whose mentality is that of 
the middle class. Therefore we are to 
have nothing to do with the Labour 
Party. 

That is clear and distinct, and with 
regard to these same Labour leaders I 
would say more than that -1 would say 
that these men are destined to play the 
pan of your Schcidemanns and Noskcs. 
[social democrat members of the 
German government responsible for 
ordering the shooting workers dur¬ 
ing the November Revolution - Ed) 
and the lime will come when we shall 
have to deal with them in a no uncer¬ 
tain way. Not by voting. I say that. But, 
comrades and friends, this same decla¬ 
ration proceeds to say that it shall be 


the duty of the branches to form com¬ 
munist groups in trade union branches, 
and to work inside the trade union 
movement in the same way. Now I 
confess that I cannot understand that. It 
seems to me to be a high example of 
confusion. Here you meet on the indus¬ 
trial field in the trade union certain 
trade union leaders. 

You are fully aware that whether or 
not through sheer rascality, duplicity 
and corruption they are misleading the 
working class. You meet them there 
with the intention of destroying their 
influence, and of winning the confi¬ 
dence and trust of the rank and file to 
that end. That is exactly the kind of 
tactic that I believe in. But may I 
remind you that you meet these same 
people in the Labour Party, and that 
you meet them on a much larger field 
than you do in the trade unions? We are 
a political Party. We meet these same 
trade union leaders in the Labour Party 
on the w ider and far more important 
political field That is the view I take, 
comrades. 

... Many of our comrades have done 
important work inside the trade unions 
by starting unofficial committees and 
reform movements. This was extremely 
important. They have done good work 
in that way. but those arc the very 
comrades who refuse to say that you 
could act in exactly the same way in¬ 
side the political movement of the 
workers, which is the Labour Party. 

If you are going to have your com¬ 
munist groups inside trade union 
branches, why not inside the branches 
of the Labour Party? If you are going to 
operate inside the trade union move¬ 
ment. w hy not inside the Labour Party 
at its annual conferences ’ And why not 
try to help in such a way that w hen we 
go to the annual conferences we shall 
not find ourselves, as we did at Scar¬ 
borough. a little group of a dozen - and 
the rest reactionists, or moderates, or 
blind men. because the best elements in 
the trade union movement had not 
sought to get elected as delegates to the 
Labour Party conference. I know there 
are objections to this policy . We arc 
told, for example, that if you affiliate to 
the Labour Party, and work inside the 
Labour Party, you become identified 
w ith the policy of the Labour Party. I 
deny that. I believe the best way you 
can illustrate the fact that you are not 
with the general body of opinion inside 
the Labour Party is to get in there and 
illustrate it from inside. 

I say that our comrades who work 
with the unofficial movement have 
done more in that way to illustrate the 
fact that they have a point of view 
which is entirely different from that of 
the official elements than they could 
possibly have done outside. You do not 
become identified with the policy of the 
Labour Party by becoming affiliated to 
it or working inside. On the contrary. 
But the most difficult argument to 
understand, to my mind, is the objec¬ 
tion that by the by the Labour Party is 
going to take office; and that when it 
does, you will be identified with all the 
ruin that is going to come upon the 
Party once it takes office and assumes 
responsibilities which it cannot possi¬ 
bly fulfil. 

1 do not know whether the delegates 
arc aware of it. but this matter has been 
dealt with by Lenin in this latest work 
of his. I say this because I know that 
those who will oppose this resolution ... 
from the point of view I am putting 
forward, have been accustomed in the 
past to refer to the example of the 


Bolsheviks, and always to quote Lenin 
as their apostle and bludgeon us in that 
way. We arc entitled to use the same 
kind of bludgeon, and I would remind 
you that Lenin considers this kind of 
objection to Labour Party affiliation as 
one of the “infant disorders of the Left 
Communists". We had a talk yesterday 
about parliamentary action. It is sur¬ 
prising to know that Lenin advises that 
we should take part in parliamentary 
action, that we should get our members 
into parliament, and that when they are 
in parliament they should support the 
Labour Party in downing Lloyd 
George and Churchill, and should try 
to get the Labour Party into office. 

You should give them such support 
as the rope gives to the executed per¬ 
son. I mean to say that, after all. we 
have to be realists in this matter, not to 
live in a realm of theory but to get right 
down to the reality. Surely we under¬ 
stand that the British working class has 
not yet passed through the experience 
of having a Kerensky or a Schcide- 
mann, and that the sooner it goes 
through that experience the better. We 
cannot assist it to go through that ex¬ 
perience by a policy of aloofness from 
the working class movement. A realis¬ 
tic sizing up of the situation means that 
we must be in and out of the Labour 
movement all the time. But. of course, 
if you want to get a reputation for real 
revolutionary fervour, you must use 
words like these: "Let us march 
straight forward, turning neither to the 
right nor to the left, but keeping our 
revolutionary principles clear and 
unsullied.” 

That is the way you become a Left 
Communist because you leave your 
comrades behind. I make my plea this 
morning, in connection with the new 
Party, that it shall not indulge in such 
antics After all. something important 
has happened in the world dunng the 
last few years, and that is the Russian 
revolution, and the experience of a 
proletarian revolution which you get 
from that; and we know that the Bol- 
shev tks w ould never have won through 
to the triumph they have achieved by 
the policy of aloofness, dogmatism, 
and so forth w hich is at rock bottom 
the inspiration of the antagonism to af¬ 
filiation to the Labour Party. A week or 
two before the outbreak of the October 
resolution the Bolsheviks were getting 
ready their list of candidates for the 
Duma. A fortnight, or it might have 
been three weeks or a month after, they 
abolished the I Anna That is the way to 
be flexible. That is the way to adapt 
yourself to circumstances. That is the 
wav to fight scientifically. That is the 
w ay to use strategy and tactics in order 
to w in through. 

Of course 1 am talking like a La¬ 
bour Fakir' "The only way in which 
you can win is by a frontal attack, 
never mind w hat kind of support you 
have got: if the battalions are small 
don't hesitate, go right in." I don’t 
believe in that kind of thing; I think 
that the longest way round is some¬ 
times the nearest way home. I now we 
are working against an enemy who is 
very insidious in his methods. He docs 
not use frontal attacks but flanking 
movements of all kinds to undermine 
our position. I want us to use the same 
kind of thing. Now. comrades, we had 
trom comrade Bell yesterday what, to 
my mind, was an extremely lucid ex¬ 
position of the arguments for revolu¬ 
tionary parliamentary action. They 
were also very powerful and cogent ar¬ 
guments for affiliation to the Labour 
Party. Comrade Bell told us, and I 
thoroughly agree with it, that all 
spheres of life where working class 
opinion can be influenced arc impor¬ 
tant. With that I steadfastly agree, but 
to say that, and with the next breath to 
advocate that we should keep outside 
the Labour Party, seems to me a con¬ 
tradiction. 

Inside the Labour Party we can 
influence working class opinion. Inside 
the Labour Party we can use a lever by 
which we can ultimately destroy the 
influence of the treacherous leaders of 
the trade union movement on the po¬ 
litical field. 
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(wo. card carrying membership of the Euro organi¬ 
sation stood at 3.250 in mid-May. 

Although this represents a disastrous fall, it is 
still significantly bigger than our membership. We 
give no secrets away by admitting this. In real 
terms, what this means is that for their ‘transfor¬ 
mation appeal’, the Euros were able this year to 
wring about £10 per ‘member' out of their dwin¬ 
dling ranks. In contrast, if our membership cur¬ 
rently stood at a similar level, the leadership ot our 
Party would this year have set as an initial mini¬ 
mum for the organisation’s two month campaign a 
target just under £2 million! 

These type of comparative statistics are impres¬ 
sive enough, we think. They have the merit of 
throwing into bold relief the difference between a 
genuine communist organisation and the commit¬ 
ment our politics can generate and the shambles 
that is ‘official communism’. They have the 
demerit of being overly linear and mechanical, 
however. 

When ivc arc an organisation of thousands, our 
roots in the class and in society in general will be 
such that our campaign will be able to galvanise 
whole sections of the proletariat. Our Summer 
Offensive will not then simply be a Party centred 
drive, but a device also by which the advanced 
section of our class inspires, motivates and draws 
into action potentially millions of proletarians. 
Future sums for the Summer Offensive will not 
simply put the Euros to shame, but will start to 
resemble the GNP of small states! 

Our Summer Offensives are a glowing example 
of communist discipline, communist morality and 
communist dedication. They are comprised of the 
raw moral material that will rcforge the Commu¬ 
nist Party that our class needs. This Offensive, the 
eighth, will provide the sinews of war for the 
communist intervention into the forthcoming 
general election. We urge all readers to take a part, 
no matter how small, in this great effort. 

• Victory to the 8th Summer Offensive! 

• Forward to a reforged Communist Party! 

Mark Fischer 


(Lenin. CW , Vol6, p512) that can sometimes 
manifest itself even in the healthiest of revolution¬ 
ary organisations, let alone the CPB. 

It is in that spirit that we would “decidedly 
favour organisational independence of the Youth 
Section, not only because the opportunists fear 
such independence, but because of the very na¬ 
ture of the ease. For unless it has complete inde¬ 
pendence, the youth will be unable either to train 
good socialists from their midst or prepare 
themselves to lead socialism forward” (VI Lenin. 
CM'. Vol 23. pi65). 

Our CPB youth - unless they are already old at 
the age of 25 - will quickly discover that the tired 
reformism of their ‘party’ holds little attraction for 
revolutionary minded youth. As evidence of this, 
they need simply to look at the final stages of the 
factional battle in the old Young Communist 
League. 

In a letter to 7 Days (the now defunct Euro 
weekly newspaper) of December 5. 1987. Kenny 
Coyle, a leading CPB Youth Section member, took 
Euro Lorraine Douglas to task for her assertion that 
it was "intense factionalism" by Morning Star sup¬ 
porters that demoralised and finished off the old 
YCL. Coyle pointed out, quite rightly, that: “In 
fact, there were all too few Star supporters at 
that time. The bulk of the anti-Kurocoinmunist 
wing in the League were from the anti-Sfar 
group Straight Left". 

And after Straight Left, he should have added, 
came supporters of The Leninist, with Morning Star 
supporters making up a very poor third. The char¬ 
acter of the three different oppositionalist group¬ 
ings was very different. 

Tlie Straight Leftists’ presence in the YCL was 
a vestigial one: since the Euros' takeover in 1979, 
they had maintained themselves by isolation in a 
handful of fossilised, inactive branches. The few 
Morning Star supporters in the organisation tended 
to be the most conservative and bureaucratically 
minded elements, whose politics were incapable of 
recruiting. 

In contrast, from the day that a Leninist group 
emerged in the YCL in late 1982 we actually be¬ 
gan to recruit from the leadership! Eloquent testi¬ 
mony to the impact of our politics was given by 
Euro Mark Perryman, then a rising Marxism Today 
star. He declared to delegates at the 1985 YCL 
Congress that they had before them a choice of two 
types of politics - and in one hand he brandished a 
copy of Marxism Today, in the other a copy of The 
Leninist. 

Essentially, Perryman was correct. The CPB 
youth of today face similar alternatives. The chal¬ 
lenge of genuine Leninism confronts the new 
'YCL', just as it has confronted the old YCL. 
Unless it can face up to and meet this challenge, its 
fate w ill be the same. 

Mark Fischer 

Former member of the YCL General Council 


Straight down the pan... 

The self-liquidation of the Euro organisation has given a 
brief new lease of life to its Militant tendency, the Straight 


Leftists 


T HE COLLAPSE of the Euro organisation 
continues apace. Hardly a branch now 
functions, district committees seldom meet 
and membership is down to only a few 
thousand. But the crisis is more than one of 
numbers and the absence of activists. It is a crisis 
of the myriad factions that operate under the 
umbrella of the “Executive Committee of the 
Communist Party of Great Britain”. 

Many of the supporters of Marxism Today have 
not taken out 1991 cards. Those who remain are 
insisting that the 'party is over' and that all that is 
needed is a loose association. This, they say. can 
survive indefinitely on the fringes of British poll 
tics by living off the liquidated CPGB's estimated 
£2 million assets. The Nina Temple leadership do 
not want to go quite so far. and all sorts of argu¬ 
ments have broken out. They are prepared to take 
a 'twin track' approach but want to keep their full 
time positions and full time salaries. Nonetheless 
they want to break their formal connection with 
communism as soon us possible. 


stead, they have fetishised the structures of what 
they dubbed 'the Party' as they remained: they 
emptied the struggle for the banner and soul of the 
Communist Party of any political content and 
made it instead a grim ‘heads down and don't rock 
the boat' battle to cling on until - at last • they 
inherit it rather than win it. In London, finally, that 
strategy seems to be paying dividends ... but so 
what! 

Predictably, there has been a wail of outrage 
from the more rabid Euros. Luis Santamaria. a 
particularly nasty specimen, who failed to gel 
elected to the new district committee by three votes 
(as did Fergus Nicholson), announced the coup in 
the letters page of Changes (April 27 1 . He dubbed 
the April London district congress as one which 
will be remembered as •‘the one where the hard¬ 
liners took over and for little else”. Santamaria. 
however, at least consoles himself with the fact 
that “they have gained control of a committee 
whose guaranteed life span is just seven 
months” 


mon goal. This is much more difficult than the [ 
arithmetic suggests. It involves members and 
supporters of the old McLennan leadership | 
sharing an agenda with their traditional ideo¬ 
logical opponents, often branded as ‘Stalinists’ 
or ‘Straight Leftists’. 

In other words, they have come full circle to 
lake up once again a dismally unsuccessful perspec¬ 
tive that failed them nearly 12 years ago. The 
suggestion that the Euro organisation can be saved 
by some sort of alliance of Straight Leflism and 
yesterday's men like the ex-general secretary 
McLennan is farcical. Historically, the right oppor¬ 
tunist trend around figures like McLennan have had 
little or no base in the rank and file. They ran the 
machine and relied on the Euros for ideas and 
numerical support. Now they no longer even exist 
in the superstructure' of the Party. They are now 
old and safely retired. In practice this trend is 
played out. finished. 

The other prong of the Straight Leftists strategy 
to save what they still call the ‘Communist Party' 



Laughably they now call themselves the 
'Communist Party in 
transformation': in trans¬ 
formation into the Demo¬ 
cratic Left, they hope. In¬ 
deed. pre-empting the No 
vember congress that will 
decide the name issue, the 
Euros are using the Demo 
cralic Left logo on their 
publicity material, and 
have spent £5.000 on 
press adverts to establish 
the Friends of the Demo¬ 
cratic Left. 

Among the passive 
membership of the Euro 
organisation there exists a 
sullen resentment to all 
these ‘New Times' goings 
on. Out of sentiment, leth¬ 
argy or bloodymindedncss 
there are many who want 
to ‘keep the name', even if 
everything else changes. It 


Always in the vanguard of Euro reaction. Mark is even more bizarre. In essence, it is a repetition 

of the Canunan calls 
that the old right op¬ 
portunist leadership 
used to make - forget 
the crisis and turn out¬ 
wards! ' 

1 Straight Leftists 
Graham Gorman and 
Stewart Kavanagh 
display similar self 
delusion. Writing in 
Communist. they 
claim now that “the 
attempt to make a 
quick, clean end of 
the CP has been de¬ 
feated politically”, it 
must now be "de¬ 
feated practically” 
iJanuary 1991 1. To 
this end they advocate 
the “mundane busi¬ 
ness” of visits to re- 
card members, calling 
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is this "very serious situ- straight Left: standard bearers for the Euros But ooes anyone really care 9 branch meetings, put- 

anon which has given a a ting public activ tty on 

new (though no doubt brief) lease of life to the Perryman blows oil in the next issue with his the agenda, sailing meetings ot the surviving advi- 


Euro's very own Militant Tendency , the Straight 
Leftist faction. It has just staged a coup by captur 
ing their London district committee, something 

which “marked a significant turning point in the 
effort to save and review |sic) the Communist 
Party" ( Communist May 1991). 

Before we look at the nature of this coup it is 


"congratulations" to Santamaria and a charactei 
■stically ugly and not very clever lain (May 11 1 . 
The one interesting point Perryman docs manage 
to raise concerns the “notorious silence" of Lon 
don notables like Trevor Carter, Asquith Cubb> and 
Lou Lewis in the face of the Straight Leftist 
activity. “Why” he moans, "was it left up to a 


sories. and so on. 

finis, the Straight Leftists have depolilicised the 
struggle to defend their party' to such an extent 
mat elsewhere in the same issue they can actually 
claim that “there is no doubt that the large 
majority of the FC want a party"' Possibly, but 
what sort ot party? For what? Organised in what 


worthwhile reminding readers of the genealogy of 
this rather odd. troglodyte faction. 

During debate around the British Hoad to So 
cialism in 1977 the centrist opposition in the CPGB 
cleaved in two. Sid French, then the Surrey district 
secretary, was afraid that his factional activity 
would be exposed at the congress of that year and 
his power base taken away. Rather than conduct an 
open ideological struggle, rather than using the 
congress as a platform, he cut and ran. With some 
700 followers he set up the New’ Communist Party. 

This left Fergus Nicholson, the former national 
student organiser, as the most prominent opponent 
to the Euros. With his already well-oiled factional 


handful of branch delegates to mount an oppo¬ 
sition to party conservatives and factionalism 
ers?" 

Why indeed? Perhaps the answer is hinted at on 
the very same letters page by one Russel Tandy, a 
young Euro who with just 29 votes managed to 
scrape home in elections to the London committee. 
“The mainstream" of the Euros, he suggests, 
"now consists of those of us who are totally fed 
up with every fundamentalist position, and that 
includes intellectually arrogant ‘new times' neo- 
Stalinists who pursue an ever more sectarian 
line using all the old methods to get their way. 
rather than honest political argument." 


way ? 

l.iquidaiionism does not simply take the form 
of overt calls for ihe closing down of organisational 
structures. L.iquidaiionism is a brand of opportun¬ 
ism whose logic leads to ihe liquidation ol the 
vanguard party The liquidation ot the ‘otticial 
CPGB as ihe v anguard party has already happened. 
The Straight Leftists are merely squabbling over the 
bones. More, from their beginnings it is quite clear 
that politically they were in essence no less liqui¬ 
dation^ than the Euros, with their worship of 
Soviet style official communism', opposition to 
independent communist electoral activity and 
obsessive desire to disappear up the backside ot the 


organisation and Ihe swift launch of his Against the 
Split - Against the Euros' line, he soon established 
what was initially undisputed hegemony over the 
remaining centrist opposition. 

Up to 1979, Nicholson pursued a policy of 
‘critical’ support for the McLennan leadership 
'against' the Euros. This support was apparently 
designed to first isolate, then destroy them. In fact, 
the leadership as a whole. McLennan included. 


All good knockabout stuff, showing the disin¬ 
tegration of the Euro camp. Kate Hudson, the 
London district secretary tries to dodge the politics 
in the following issue by saying that the only cri¬ 
terion for judging the new district committee is 
"the amount of work it does to make our poli¬ 
tics relevant to London's people" ( Changes May 
25 1991). 

The Straight Leftists have basically constituted 


Labour Party. 

Since then the Straight Leftists have made no 
honest attempt to study the origins, the nature and 
solution to the crisis of living socialism and the 
‘official’ world communist movement. And they 
still have a secret agenda to get into the Labour 
Party. Fundamentally, this failure is because they 
are part of the very same liquidalionist disease as 
the Euros: most certainly they are not part ol the 


continued its rightward shift. Under pressure to 
come up with results of some sort in the face of the 
consolidation of the NCP as a stable if undynamic 
sect, the turgid ‘labour movement’ Straight Left 
was launched. 

Since then, the Straight Leftists have been left 
high and dry by developments, not least the 
subsequent Morning Star 

CPB split and the collapse of the Euro organisation 
as any sort of a party. Faced with this, the Straight 
Leftists have descended to quite breathtaking lev¬ 
els of self-deception, refusing to take any cogni¬ 
sance of the changing situation around them. In 


themselves as a nagging cold that the Euros are 
unable to shake off. Now they have control of 
London district, previously one of the biggest and 
most important in the country, what exciting ini¬ 
tiatives and hold measures can we expect them to 
launch? We advise readers not to hold their breath. 

In Communist, the Straight Leftists 'hard' face, 
this hopelessly myopic faction have consistently 
revealed die poverty of their perspectives. Septem¬ 
ber 1990 saw an authoritative article arguing that: 
“The party, or at least, a substantial part of it, 
can be saved if those who want to be commu¬ 
nists can work together to achieve their corn- 


cure. 

The Straight Leftist depolilicised victory ' in 
London is irrelevant to the fight to build a Commu¬ 
nist Party in this country. In order to achieve it. they 
have in essence had to constitute themselves as the 
left wing of Euroism. Genuine communists in iis 
ranks, tired of playing Professor Moriarty to the 
Euro's Sherlock Holmes, know where lo find us. If 
they slay where they are. like the fictional detective 
and his criminal nemesis, their destruction is 
mutually assured. 

Ian Mahoney 
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Discussions on the CPGB draft programme 


Knowledge is 
power and 
there can be 
no knowledge 
without free 
access to 
information. 
That the doings of 
the British state 
are so secretive 
reflects the purely 
formal nature of 
democracy 
in Britain 





T HE BRITISH stale has always had a repu¬ 
tation for secrecy. Today it can legiti¬ 
mately be said to be among the most 
secretive and clandestine of all western 
bourgeois democracies. This is the result 
of a long evolution, layer after layer of legislation 
and the growth of the hidden slate 

In 1889 the first legislative steps were taken by 
the British parliament to create 'official secrets'. 
An Official Secrets Act was passed, in order to 
keep under wraps treaties made between Britain 
and Tsarist Russia. While this measure was seen 
as necessary in order to pursue the British bour¬ 
geoisie's imperialist ambitions, it was also vital 
in keeping the true designs of the state hidden 
from the mass of the people, who, if they knew the 
real intentions of their lords and masters might 
have been less than willing to be sacrificed in their 
bloody and barbaric wars. 

In 1911, as imperialism openly tooled up for 
war, a second Official Secrets Act was rushed 
through parliament. This act made it a criminal 
offence for anybody employed under the auspices 
of the stale to pass on any form of information at 
all about their jobs and the content of their work. 
Security was tightened still further around the 
activities of parliament, the armed forces, and 
British interests abroad. All possible loopholes 
were closed up as His Majesty’s forces prepared 
to take on the Kaiser and the Austro-Hungarian 
Empire in what was to become the slaughter of the 
first imperialist world war. 

There was no relaxation of any of these meas¬ 
ures in the years to follow. The British state has 
remained shrouded in a cloak of the deepest se¬ 
crecy throughout the 20th century, w'ith a reform 
of the Official Secrets Act in 1989 making it even 
easier to convict those "criminals" who have 
passed on or received information about stale 


activities or the workings of government. Even the 
most trivial tacts are deemed secret in the British 
secret state. For example, it is technically a crime 
to reveal the numbers of cups of lea drunk each 
day in the MI5 canteen. While this degree of 
camouflage and deception is in many w ays absurd, 
what it shovvs us is the massive amount of infor¬ 
mation we are denied by the "democratic" British- 
state. 

Many controversies have erupted in recent 
years which have exposed to some extent the 
sinister nature of activities conducted w ithin 'our' 
nation’s corridors of power. Section 2 of the 
Official Secrets Act, which criminalises the 
passing on or receipt of secret information, has 
been used to a greater extent than ever before in 
the last two decades. There are many well known 
cases, not least of which was the ABC case in the 
1970s, in which a Labour government determined 
to put behind bars an investigative journalist, 
Duncan Campbell, for, among other things, inter¬ 
view ing an old ex-soldier about the activities of 
GCHQ in Cyprus in the 1920s. Despite the fact 
that it was found that the information within the 
interview was not in fact secret, Campbell was 
nevertheless convicted. 

During the Falklands War. a senior Ministry 
ot Defence official Clive Pouting caused intense 
embarrassment to the Thatcher government when 
he revealed the true circumstances surrounding the 
sinking of the Argentinian ship, the Belgrano. 

He revealed that, at the time of the British 
attack, the Belgrano had in fact been outside the 
war zone, steaming away from the Falklands. and 
had not been any threat whatsoever to the British 
forces. Ponting too was prosecuted under Section 
2 but escaped conviction through the use of a 
"moral duty" defence. Following this case the law 
was amended so as not to allow defences of this 


type or any other w ith regard to the passing on or 
receipt of official information. 

Besides the Official Secrets Act, there are over 
100 separate statutes within British law which 
forbid the disclosure of information about any 
government agency. This all goes to show the 
massive, somewhat paranoid, security with which 
the British state surrounds itself. It is difficult to 
imagine how anything could get out. but when it 
does the state enacts all sorts of measures to make 
sure it does not happen again. 


U rider pressure 

Let us move on now to look at the pressure groups 
in this area and their campaigns for freedom ot 
information. While organisations such as Liberty 
(formerly the National Council for Civil Liber¬ 
ties). the Campaign for Freedom of Information, 
and Charter 88 all quite rightly lambast the 
magnitude of British state secrecy, their solutions 
are of no real use to the working class. For ex¬ 
ample, the Campaign for Freedom of Information 
proposes as its solution a bill, which it hopes will 
be introduced by the "next" Labour government. 
Its proposed bill is designed to eliminate all forms 
of secrecy, except for (note) national security, 
defence, international relations, the “public inter¬ 
est", criminal records etc, etc, etc ... 

In other words, while the Freedom of Informs* 
tion Campaign calls for government aceountabl- 
ity, it does not want to bother the state for any 
really important information - it does not really 
want genuine freedom of information. Its ap¬ 
proach is typical of the liberal petty bourgeoisie 
in that it wants a nicer, more benevolent capital¬ 
ism. one a little more generous with what it allows 
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the chattering classes to chatter about, while at no 
time upsetting the basic interests of the ruling 
class. In its own words - “we do wish to stress just 
how uncontroversial our proposed bill should be" 
(FOI, l want to know what's in my file). 

The Freedom of Information Campaign insists 
that the “next" Labour government enacts its bill 
immediately. The logic behind this is revealing. 
Legislation needs to be passed before the corrup¬ 
tion of power sets in. before - as Maurice Franklin, 
one of its leading members says - Labour discov¬ 
ers how nice it is to be able to hide its dirty doings. 
In saying this, Franklin shows that he and the 
Freedom of Information Campaign are haunted by 
the reality of the last Labour government, a 
government which furtively set up secret cabinet 
committees specifically to evade a similar Free¬ 
dom of Information Bill proposed by Liberal MP 
Clement Freud. Above all. it show's that despite 
the record of Labour governments, such organisa¬ 
tions arc trapped in a Labourite mould, and want 
us to believe that the Kinnockite Labour Party is 
somehow fundamentally different to the other two 
main bourgeois parties. 

Organisations such as the Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Campaign look for inspiration to the United 



Stales, France and Australia, which all have free¬ 
dom of information legislation. While it is true 
that more information is generally available within 
these countries, the list of subjects that remain 
secret is long and by definition makes a mockery 
of claims that there is genuine freedom of infor¬ 
mation. For instance, under the US legislation 
nothing can be disclosed about defence, foreign 
policy, trade secrets, commercial and financial 
government information or law enforcement 
records. In order to obtain most other information 
on government agencies you have to make an 
application through the courts w'hich can lake, to 
say the least, a long lime. 

A further tightening up of security occurred in 
1986 when the US Congress passed a major re¬ 
form which extended the exemptions still further 
to protect government agencies such as the FBI 
and police departments from having to reveal any 
information about their activities or people that 
they have files on etc. Because of the many re¬ 
strictions, little use is made of freedom of infor¬ 
mation by individuals in the United States. It is 
mostly used by businesses in order to obtain inlor- 
mation on rivals. 

In Australia and France there are similar prob¬ 
lems. Foreign policy, defence etc. arc classified 
under the heading ‘contrary to the public interest . 
which can be more accurately interpreted as really 
meaning ‘contrary to ruling class interests . 

So while the Freedom ol Information Cam¬ 
paign might look to the US, France and Australia, 
communists must look elsewhere. We can learn a 
lot from looking at Lenin s criticisms ol the 
Provisional government in the aftermath of the 
1917 February Revolution - when freedom of 
information became a major political question. 

Kerensky and the Provisional government 


pontificated at length about the democratic new 
society they were going to bestow upon the work¬ 
ing class and peasantry of Russia. They promised 
land, a just peace and openness to the peoples, 
w hile at the same lime keeping under lock and key 
the Tsarist secret treaties with Britain and France 
(which promised Istanbul and other Ottoman 
territories to Russia if it continued to fight on their 
sidei. Kerensky and Co denied that the war was 
being conducted on the same basis and had the 
same aims as the Tsar. Instead, they insisted, that 
the war was in defence of the revolution, a just 
war for the people. 

The refusal to publish and renounce these 
secret treaties, Lenin argued, proved the bourgeois 
nature of the Provisional government. It showed 
that its foreign policy was tied in with Britain and 
France and was therefore thoroughly reactionary. 
By concealing the treaties from the people of 
Russia, the Provisional government tried to de¬ 
ceive them as to the true reason behind the con¬ 
tinuing toll of death and destruction, the continu¬ 
ing misery and hunger suffered by the mass of the 
population. As Lenin later said: “The contents of 
these treaties leave no room for doubt that they 
promise enormous profits to the capitalists, 
gained from robbing other countries; that is 
why they are always kept secret.” He noted that: 
“There is not a republic in the world whose 
foreign policy is conducted in the open" and 
then he went on to add that it would be “foolish 
while the capitalist system exists to expect the 
capitalists to open up their ledgers” (CW, Vol 
24. p259). 

Thus today, as the rival imperialisms are 
beginning to manoeuvre for a new carve up of the 
world, there will be all sorts of secret deals for the 
robbery and redivision being made. Likewise, it 
would be foolish to expect the capitalists to make 
all this public by opening up their ledgers through 
freedom of information legislation. 

Indeed it would be suicidal for them to make 
known their wheelings and dealings, their trade 
secrets, defence, or foreign policy cither to their 
imperialist competitors or to the working class, 
who are expected to sacrifice their living stan¬ 
dards, their own lives and the lives of their chil¬ 
dren for their rulers’ so called legitimate national 
interests. 

Thus, they shroud the true intentions behind 
their bloody battles in claims that their wars are 
wars to protect the world from fascism, wars to 
protect freedom! The most recent example of this 
of course was the Gulf War, where the population 
was expected to believe that the slaughter of Iraqi 
conscripts was all about preserving democracy in 
poor little Kuwait. 

Poor little Kuwait! This was a state where 
democracy, even of the western bourgeois type, 
had never existed, let alone flourished in the way 
the bourgeois media pundits would have had us 
believe. It was, and still is, nothing but an auto¬ 
cratic puppet state, set up in the interests of 
western capitalism, where the mass of the people 
do not even have the vote, and where today the 
Palestinian people arc subjected to cruel persecu¬ 
tion and terror. Of course, while we know the real 
reasons of the capitalists, they, however, cannot 
and will not reveal what their class interests really 
are. That is why we should expect nothing genu¬ 
inely approaching freedom of information via the 
talking shop of the bourgeoisie, parliament. 


Their freedom 

The freedom of information legislation passed in 
the United States. Australia and France was very 
much a sop to liberal opinion. Nevertheless it was 
a sign of strength. The fact that similar meagre 
rights to information arc still refused in Britain 
obviously reflects a both Britain's weakness and 
the absence of a powerful movement from below. 
It is to this absence of a powerful movement from 
below that we should be directing ourselves, not 
to parliamentary lobbying and waiting around for 
the illusory miracle of a Kinnock-led Labour 
government. 

While capitalism will not voluntarily expose 
its wheelings and dealings, that does not mean we 
simply wait for the revolution to solve the prob¬ 
lem. The bosses’ ability to keep their robber deals, 
agreements and treaties under wraps is of direct 
harm to the proletariat and as such must be chal¬ 
lenged. We are the ones who feed their system, 
who make it work, who provide them with cannon 
fodder, we must therefore demand and ensure that 
the true motives of the system are exposed to 
public view and examination. 

Lenin pointed out that this demand for the 
publication of all secret treaties, the demand for 
a completely open government, is by nature revo¬ 
lutionary; because while it can theoretically be 
met under capitalism it can only be guaranteed 
through proletarian revolution. 

Therefore, we do demand this democratic 
right, we do demand that the capitalist state 
exposes itself and reveals the contents ol the 
treaties, leaving no doubt as to its class nature. 


While we demand that it throws off its veil of 
secrecy and gives us all the infomiation it has on 
us as individuals and collectively, we understand 
that this is a demand which points society beyond 
capitalism and is itself a measure that can only but 
hasten the demise of capitalism. So for us the 
demand for freedom of information is a reform, 
but a reform for which we fight as part of our 
revolutionary fight to overthrow die capitalist state 
so as to achieve real democracy, openness and 
freedom. 


Censorship 

Genuine freedom of information not only means 
access to slate secrets, it also means freedom from 
state censorship. Although the British stale has 
confidently relied, and successfully for the most 
part, on the self-censorship of the media in camou¬ 
flaging the interests of the ruling class, it has at 
times found it necessary to directly intervene and 
censor its own. Thus has particularly been the case 
in times of war and working class upsurge. One 
good example was during the General Strike of 
1926 when, not content with banning the CPGB's 
Workers' Weekly and arresting half our leadership, 
the BBC itself was turned into no more than a 
propaganda mouthpiece for the state under BBC 
director general, Lord Reith. All bourgeois criti¬ 
cism of the government’s strategy of smashing the 
strike and humiliating the miners was denied 
airtime. Even the pious plea for social peace from 
the Archbishop of Canterbury was banned (as an 
act of ‘revolutionary’ daring it was reproduced in 
the TUC’s paper the British Worker). 

More recently, during the Falklands war. 
despite strict monitoring of all media coverage at 
source by members of the Ministry of Defence, 
the Thatcher government became uneasy and 
perturbed that some stories were getting through 
which showed Her Majesty's forces in an unfa¬ 
vourable light. 

Among these were the reports of the battle for 
Goose Green. Despite MoD efforts to paint it in 
heroic colours, there was, according to journalists 
who actually witnessed it, a "needless massacre of 
Argentinians". Apparently British troops had been 
ordered to continue shooting even after the other 
side had laid down their arms (shades of the 
massacre on the road to Basra). 

The fact that any such reports got through 
despite the efforts of the MoD prompted the 
government to review its approach. It used the all¬ 
party Commons Defence Committee as a spring- 
boani to tighten up all round. Hence the Gulf War 
saw a virtual blackourof real news. There was 24 
hour 'TV coverage of ‘expert’ speculation, military 
briefings and carefully selected pictures of high 
tech destruction of inanimate objects. But no real 
news of the death of real people, let alone analy¬ 
sis of the real aims of the US, Britain and their 
imperialist allies. Thus, the government, as in the 
General Strike and World War II. gained effective 
control over the nation’s mass media. 


Ireland 

Another example of direct political censorship was 
the 1988 broadcasting ban on Irish republicans - 
with the UVF and some other loyalist terror gangs 
thrown in just to be ‘fair’. Prior to the ban the 
British government had relied, successfully for the 
most part, on the unofficial ‘tap on the shoulder’ 
in censoring "subversive" views on the war in 
Ireland. Direct legislative censorship was never 
deemed necessary as the self-censorship of the 
media was more than sufficient in denying the 
British public any form of truthful coverage of die 
Six Counties. Truthful coverage would be more 
than just an embarrassment to the British govern¬ 
ment - it would be a direct challenge to their state. 

One attempt at such honest journalism was the 
ITV documentary ‘Death on the Rock’ which went 
some way to exposing the reul facts about the 
gunning down of IRA volunteers in Gibraltar by 
the SAS and the subsequent cover-up at the offi¬ 
cial inquest. The Thatcher government convulsed 
in spasms of rage at the audacity of these report¬ 
ers. who dared to challenge the government’s 
version of events. Thatcher stomicd; "trial by TV 
or guilt by accusation is the day that freedom dies" 
(quoted in Speak no Evil, Glasgow Media Group, 
1990). According to her own dictum, democracy 
lias obviously been dead a long time in Britain, 
and not only for those Irish people banged up in 
Her Majesty's prisons for just that "guilt by accu¬ 
sation". 

In order to plug those few remaining loopholes 
from which truth or criticism might escape, the 
broadcasting ban on Sinn Fein and the IRA was 
quickly introduced. Despite the fact that it pur¬ 
ported to be a ban of all "terrorist voices", it was 
obviously really aimed at the republican move¬ 
ment and those sympathetic to it. Not only were 
the voices of Sinn Fein and IRA silenced, but also 
those whose “words support or solicit or invite 


support for such an organisation" (Broadcasting 
Ban 1988). Denying the "oxygen of publicity" to 
the "terrorists” has been made the order of the day 
since then, with journalists and broadcasters 
running scared for fear of being branded terrorist 
supporters themselves. 

Meanwhile, the British working class remains 
largely uninformed or misinformed about the Irish 
war and the activities of the army, and the whole 
situation is presented as fundamentally irrational, 
with evil “gunmen" running around bumping off 
members of different religious denominations for 
no good reason other than wicked callousness and 
depravity. 

We can see the use that is made of the tools of 
censorship by the British state. The dangers of 
giving them more of such weapons to use against 
us is very apparent. 


Obscene censorship 

Recent calls for the extension of the Obscene 
Publications Act by the likes of Clare Short and 
others in the Labour left and feminist camp should 
therefore be met by us with total opposition. They 
are calling on the government to ban "page three 
girls" as part of their campaign against pornogra¬ 
phy. They neglect to state that the Obscene Pub¬ 
lications Act has been used not to ban degrading 
or oppressive images of women but mainly against 
those whom bourgeois society terms “sexual 
deviants", namely lesbians and gays. The recent 
employment of Section 28 in banning the “promo¬ 
tion" of homosexuality as anything positive or 
even acceptable is further proof of the way such 
censorship will be used by the bourgeoisie, as is 
the looming danger of Clause 25. 

Furthermore, even if the state was to ban such 
material, which is undoubtedly degrading to 
women, docs that mean the problem of sexism 
will go away? Of course not; it will simply find 
new forms of existing within present society. 

The general oppression of women within 
bourgeois society finds reflection w ithin the media 
in many different ways. Many more subtle im- 1 
ages, for example in advertising, are equally as 
degrading, albeit in a more covert fashion. This 
docs not mean that we call for the banning of all 
images which arc degrading to women in the vain 
hope that it will eliminate women's oppression. 
Although we find such imagery offensive in the 
extreme, the way w e must fight agaiast it is on an | 
ideological basis among the working class, not by 
any form of censorship. This ideological fight 
agaiast pornography and oppressive imagery can 
take place on many different levels - in the 
workplace, on the streets, in the pages of our press. 
While we want to break the working class from 
sexist ideas, we are clear that it can only be done 
through political struggle in the fight against the 
system whose material basis perpetuates this 
ideology, not through any prudish decisions taken 
by people sitting in darkened rooms, deciding 
what is fit for us to see and hear. 

We should take a strong stance against censor¬ 
ship generally. Not to fight it is to allow the 
bourgeoisie even more powerful tools to use 
against us and encourages an insidiously intoler¬ 
ant society, where it will not be the corrupt im- | 
agery of bourgeois society that the British state I 
will be at pains to ban, but the views and ideas of 
those who aim to overthrow their system. In the | 
censorship of sex in the film industry in Holly¬ 
wood in the 1930s. bedroom scenes had to be 
filmed with both participants having one leg on 
the floor. It is no coincidence that such repressed 
Karma Sutra-esque antics paved the way to a 
bigoted society within which the McCarthyite 
witch-hunt of communists could flourish. 

Give the bourgeois state the right to censor 
sexual matters and the next thing it w ill be doing 
is using this very weapon against the forces 
opposed to capitalism and its perverted values, not 
least socialists, supporters of women's liberation 
and communists. 

W'e fight, therefore, xs part of our straggle for 
socialism, as part of the straggle for real proletar¬ 
ian freedom and openness, for the complete 
abolition of all forms of censorship and secrecy. 
and genuine freedom of information. We look 
forward to a workers’ state where there w ill he no 
state secrecy, where the affairs of state will he 
conducted openly before the ey es ot the proletar¬ 
iat. in the interests of the proletariat. 

In the words of Lenin; "According to the 
bourgeois conception there is strength when the 
people go blindly to the slaughter in obedience 
to the imperialist governments ... but ... our 
idea is that a state is strong w hen the people are 
politically conscious. It is strong when the 
people know everything, can form an opinion 
on everything and do everything consciously" 
(CW Vol 26 p256). 
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Brooke talks: 

Ireland’s slice of the 
'New World Order’ 


Britain can't win’ in The Leninist 
November 23 1989). This is aimed to 
develop splits within Sinn Fein, by 
elements (real or imaginary) within its 
ranks which are disillusioned by the 
impasse of armed struggle and arc turn¬ 
ing to constitutional means. 

Sinn Fein president, Gerry Adams, 
indicates the lack of direction of revo¬ 
lutionary republicanism at the current 
moment when interviewed in June's 
Marxism Today. He states that the 
“IRA itself is unable to defeat the 
British. But they have stopped us 
from increasing our support in all of 
Ireland”. Such ambiguous statements 
on the armed struggle are combined 
with understandable political frustra¬ 
tion. When queried on countermeasures 
to the Brooke talks, he responds that 
“we may not be able to take an initia¬ 
tive” 

There is a distinct absence of a clear 


Definitively since the collapse of the Stormont parliament, Brit¬ 
ain has been unable to rule the Six Counties in the old way. 

The latest initiative seems no more likely to succeed 



T HE BRITISH were always 
lauded as the world's most 
experienced diplomats. No¬ 
body seems to have told the 
Secretary of State for Northern 
Ireland. Peter Brooke's latest initiative 
has produced seemingly interminable 
wrangles from all participants, various 
unresolved 'stages’ and some rather un¬ 
becoming petulance from both the 
Unionists and SDLP. 

The Unionists, at the time of writing, 
are making one hell of a fuss over the 
scheduled London-Dublin meeting in 
July. Already they have put paid to Lord 
Carrington’s chances of making world 
headlines one last time - apparently he’s 
a closet Fenian. For their part the SDLP 
and the Alliance Party are left drum¬ 
ming their fingers as the British govern¬ 
ment desperately tries to scrabble some¬ 
thing together, other than a unanimous 
dislike lor Sinn Fein. "Stage two’ is 
supposed to be in full swing and yet 
'stage one is not even off the ground. 

It is tempting to sec this as a rather 
irrelevant side show, with the script 
lifted from a Marx Brothers’ movie. 
This, though, is not the case. 

British imperialism has the initia¬ 
tive. It may be a lousy one, but this 
nevertheless remains the case. Interna¬ 
tionally, imperialism is on the as¬ 


cendency. With the collapse of the 
world socialist system, it has been able 
to embark on reshaping the Middle 
East, Central America, 'hotspots' in 
Africa and of course Eastern Europe. 
Pathetic or not, the Brooke talks are 
Ireland's slice of Bush's New World 
Order. Of course, there have been many 
other attempts in the past. This looks no 
more likely to succeed. But the fact still 
remains that Britain feels confident to 
attempt this, and consequently to margi¬ 
nalise Sinn Fein and the IRA. 

This is given extra encouragement 
with European integration on the hori¬ 
zon. fhe erosion of economic and po¬ 
litical barriers within the European 
Community carries within it both the 
seeds of crisis and possibilities for 
British imperialism’s open wound of the 
Irish war. British imperialism is, above 
all. aware of the dangers of continued 
conflict in the Six Counties. The Lon¬ 
don-Dublin Accord was and is an at¬ 
tempt to draw in the Twenty-six Coun¬ 
ties to suppress this. The Brooke talks 
involve a continuation of this, with the 
additional - and necessary - aim of 
healing the rift with the Unionists. 

Ireland, north and south, is one of 
the most economically backward and 
peripheral parts of the European Com¬ 
munity, along with Portugal and 


Greece. All are likely to be lurther 
marginalised by further European inte¬ 
gration. But Ireland, unlike the latter 
two. has had a war fought on its terri 
lory' for the last 22 years - a war which 
remains a grim threat to both the state 
south of the border and British imperi¬ 
alism. 

The implementation of the Single 
European Act and market will not re¬ 
solve partition (the form of Ireland's 
continuing political crisis) or us eco¬ 
nomic crisis. It is almost certain to 
worsen the latter, as Irish capitalism 
becomes more open to competition 
from more dynamic capitalist powers 
and less able to put forward distinct 
countermeasures to EC competition. 

Tile Brooke talks are an attempt to 
ward off some of the political implica¬ 
tions of this future situation by cohering 
a reactionary united front against the 
republican movement, which remains a 
danger and Ireland-wide focus for dis¬ 
content. 

But the talks are also an example of 
the continuing political crisis of main¬ 
stream politics - both in the British and 
Twenty-six County states, and in the Six 
Counties. It expresses their inability to 
resolve the ‘troubles’. The causes of this 
are structural to the imperialist domina¬ 
tion of Ireland and of Irish capitalism. 


Hence, whatever the tirades against 
'gunmen' and 'gangsters', the stresses 
in Irish society are objective and cannot 
be negotiated away 

However, the ascendancy of world 
imperialism presents the ruling class 
with greater room for manoeuvre. We 
have long noted that the struggle in the 
Six Counties is at an impasse; that, 
although Britain cannot defeat the resis¬ 
tance of the IRA. neither has the IRA 
been able to develop the struggle from 
the present level. The increased isola¬ 
tion of national liberation forces world¬ 
wide will pressurise republicanism 
further. The offers from the Libyan 
government to the British against the 
IRA are an example of this, and can 
hardly have been welcomed in West 
Belfast. 

Seen in this context, the Brooke 
talks are directed at Sinn Fein.on two 
levels. Obviously, as has been at¬ 
tempted before. Brooke is trying to 
marginalise it from the decision making 
process, and attempt to bring together 
the currently disparate and hostile estab¬ 
lishment forces against it. 

Brooke also recognises that a mili¬ 
tary victory for imperialism is impos¬ 
sible. He has provoked outrage among 
elements ol the ruling class by saying as 
much in the past (see ‘It’s official: 


- communist - political perspective to 
provide the answer that the republican 
leadership lacks. The mid to late 80s 
saw a development of communistic 
trends within republicanism, and the 
possibilities of their development. Now, 
as on the international level, the revo¬ 
lutionary movement is in ideological 
retreat. It is within this context that 
British imperialism is seeking to press 
home the advantage. 

Even if these political outflanking 
moves yield something to imperialism, 
the likes of Brooke cannot understand 
that it cannot resolve a situation which 
has produced 22 years of the Irish war. 
Ireland remains a divided and domi¬ 
nated nation; the Six County statelet 
exists only by virtue of the systematic 
repression of the nationalist people. 
Thi is what produced the revolts of 
I96X and 1969. The essence of this has 
not changed. If anything it has devel¬ 
oped funher along the same road. 

Tw enty -iw o years ago contradictions 
in the Six Counties produced a situation 
where the conditions of the masses had 
worsened, where the oppressed masses 
were no longer prepared to be ruled tn 
the old way; where the ruling class was 
unable to rule in the old way. In other 
words, a revolutionary situation. 

Molotovs and sticks became mortars 
and Amijlites. A mass revolt on the 
streets became a sustained guerilla war 
with mass support. War weary though 
the masses may now be. that support I 
remains. It has hardened and ensures 
that Britain cannot w in its war. 

The Brooke talks are an attempt to 
resolve this w ithin the context of Brit¬ 
ish domination of the Six Counties - 
that is. they are counterrevolutionary. 

3 et they only do so by attempting to 
paper ov er the cracks, but w ithout being 
able to deal w ith the structure. After all. 
it is this structure upon which British 
rule is based. 

The talks have taken place with the 
background of numerous successful 
IRA operations; of the shoot-to-kill 
operation of IR A volunteers Peter Ryan, 
Lawrence McNally and Anthony Doris; 
of the murder by Britain's freelancers of 
Sinn Fein councillor Eddie Fullerton 
and ot the frame-up of Danny Morrison. 
You can guarantee that the shrinking of 
the British army w ill not leave the Six 
Counties starved of squaddies. 

The nationalist masses are unlikely 
to be impressed by cosy handshakes 
between establishment politicians of 
dillerent hues while the British Army 
has the run of their communities. The 
division and domination of Ireland 
necessitates resistance. 

In Britain, we must be open in our 
defence of that resistance. We have a 
side in the Irish war. one not repre¬ 
sented around the table of the Brooke 
talks. It is with those who continue the 
struggle of the three IRA Volunteers 
murdered on June 3. with the fight of 
the Irish people; against British impe¬ 
rialism. whether it takes the form of the 
velvet glove of the Brooke talks or the 
iron fist ot its armed forces, overt and 
covert. There is only one solution to the 
Irish problem': for the revolutionary 
defeat of British imperialism! 

Alan Merrik 
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THE LENINIST SUPPLEMENT 


20th and 21st 

century socialism 


Speech by comrade John Bridge on June 2 1991 at a meeting in London to 

launch the Eighth Summer Offensive 


C OMRADES, from ihc dawn of the 
20ih century, from 1905 to be precise. 
Russia, what we still call the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics, has been 
the world's revolutionary centre, that 
is. the country where the class struggle finds its 
highest expression. Today, in the twilight of the 
century, what is going on in the USSR remains 
of supreme importance. 

That there was a Gulf War, that US imperi¬ 
alism is enjoying a bloody new lease of life, liuit 
the communist governments of Eastern Europe 
fell like dominoes, that 'official communism’ 
has metamorphosed into social democracy, that 
all ideas of social progress now stand discred¬ 
ited and the world has plunged into a period of 
reaction - all this cannot be understood without 
reference to what is going on in the USSR, 
namely the crisis of bureaucratic socialism and 
the process of peaceful, democratic counter¬ 
revolution. 

In ihe minds of the Soviet masses, their once 
shining and inspiring socialist stale bom of the 
October Revolution. Inis been turned into its 
opposite. Experience of being on the wrong end 


of corruption, bureaucracy, shortages and gross 
inefficiency means that the grandsons and 
granddaughters of the workers who in 1917 
seized the factories and ushered in Soviet 
power, regard the stale and the Communist 
Party with undisguised contempt and hatred. 

The politics of class have been overlaid and 
smothered by the politics of demagogy, nation 
and religion. In the name of the future, the past 
has reasserted itself with a vengeance. It is more 
than the return of old street and city names. 
Across the board, reaction and the forces of 
darkness have the initiative and relentlessly, 
step by step, press on to their goal of restoring 
capitalism. What remains of socialism now 
hangs by a thread. 

Why has all this happened? Is counterrevo¬ 
lution in the USSR inevitable? 

We. like others, lack detailed information. 
The political picture in the USSR is confused, 
still opaque, extremely complex and constantly 
changing. Despite this, it is possible, indeed it 
is vital, given the world importance of events in 
the USSR, that we come forward with answers 
to these questions. 


We can usefully make a start here by briefly 
examining some wrong answers. At the risk of 
oversimplification, on the opportunist left there 
were three approaches to the USSR that coa¬ 
lesced around Gorbachev and his so-called 
perestroika. 

• First, those who more or less uncritically 
welcomed Gorbachev. Around this view rallied 
a very broad body of opinion. Not only Benn. 
‘official communism', the Euros, what has 
become the Communist Party of Britain and the 
Revolutionary Communist Group, but some of 
the major figures and groups of Trotskyism (for 
example Tariq Ali, Gerry Healy and his WRP). 

There are of course some who have subse¬ 
quently decided, in the revealing words of Eric 
Trcvctt. general secretary of the crisis-ridden 
New Communist Party, to stop being "mealy- 
mouthed” and reversed their previous support 
for Gorbachev. Nevertheless, while some might 
have backtracked. pro-Gorbachevism remains 
the dominant view in British society, including 
the ruling class, headed not so long ago by 
Margaret Thatcher. She took the lead in win¬ 
ning the imperialist world to see Gorbachev as 


their man in the USSR. Thatcher and Co were 
quick to boast that Gorbachev's programme had 
to lead to the restoration of capitalism. 

However, in spite of this and the evidence of 
what is actually going on in the USSR, the pro- 
Gorbachev left refused to hear, see or believe 
any evil about Gorbachev. Because of ideologi¬ 
cal weakness they wanted (and most still want) 
to believe that perestroika really w as about a 
second revolution fully in the spirit of October, 
a peaceful revolution from above that would 
restructure the Soviet Union, enable democracy 
to flower and at last give socialism a human 
face. 

The other two approaches had the \ irtue of 
being opposed to Gorbachev. Beyond that 
though they had nothing positive to offer. 

• The second trend was that of classic 
Trotskyism. They opposed Gorbachev but wel¬ 
comed Gorbachev. Why 7 Because he was 'tip- 
posed to have set the stage for the carrying 
through of Trotsky's political revolution. Un¬ 
fortunately this trend criminally dismissed our 
wanting that political revolution wa> not the 
only possibility, that there were other possihili- 
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tics, not least counterrevolution. Unlike the 
Trotskyites, we argued that socialism was by 
definition reversible, and that a concrete exami¬ 
nation of the concrete world situation showed 
that counterrevolution had the initiative. As a 
matter of dogma, they denied that counterrevo¬ 
lution could be peaceful, that it could leave the 
state intact. Typical was Militant. Its editor 
declared that the danger of capitalist restoration 
was a chimera, that countries such as Poland 
remained workers' states even after the resto¬ 
ration of capitalism, because the stale - what 
Lenin called a carryover from capitalism - had 
not been smashed! 

• Now I want to turn to the third trend, which 
was perhaps even more blind than the other 
two. It couldn't see what all the fuss was about. 
Most prominent in this trend, were the Social¬ 
ist Workers Party (which, while greeting 
counterrevolution as revolution, thought that all 
that had happened was that one form of capital¬ 
ism had replaced another) and the Revolution¬ 
ary Communist Party (which in all seriousness 
told its supporters that there was no possibility 
of the market being restored in the USSR). 

Transparently, all these trends now stand 
totally discredited. As I speak, Gorbachev is 
awaiting permission to visit London in order to 
plead before the high priests of capitalism, the 
imperialist Group of Seven. Although he's un¬ 
likely to get it. he wants S30 billion every year 
for five years, in order, he says, to enable him 
to smoothly, or at least relatively smoothly, 
complete his perestroika. He will no doubt get 
something, though: and the imperialists will get 
something as well. 

They will demand their pound of flesh in the 
shape of political and economic reforms which 
specifically benefit them, with perhaps Cuba 
thrown in for good measure. 

Those who dismissed our warning that Gor¬ 
bachev was opening the door to counterrevolu¬ 
tion now have before them the grim reality of 
Eastern Europe to chew on. Defying the 
Trotskyite dogma that, whatever the colour and 
make-up of a government, there could be no 
counterrevolution unless the state had been 
smashed, capitalism has been restored. 

Far from the state being smashed, almost 
everywhere the state was peacefully trans¬ 
formed. As we feared, the socialist state did go 
from defending one set of property relations to 
defending another. Leading bureaucrats and 
functionaries did their best to join the proto¬ 
capitalist class and in certain countries they 
actually took the lead in the counterrevolution¬ 
ary process. 

Life also disproved the notion that the USSR 
had reached some sort of final stage of capital¬ 
ist development, as the SWP had theorised from 
its origins: or that it was inherently undynamic, 
as the RCP. wayward child of the SWP, insisted 
in opposition. The USSR is in danger of return¬ 
ing to capitalism. No wonder it is a ferment of 
debate, demonstration, strike, movement and 
crisis. Certainly all that was solid in the USSR 
is, to paraphrase Marx, now melting in the 
floodtide of counterrevolution. 

So how has the USSR reached the point 
where it’s threatened by counterrevolution and 
disintegration? The crisis in the USSR is at root 
an expression of the contradiction between the 
conservative socio-political superstructure and 
the never stopping revolutionisation of the 
means of production: a revolutionisation epito¬ 
mised today by the massive growth in comput¬ 
ers and micro, robotic and bio technology. 

Socialism, because it was victorious in 
mainly backward countries, had always had 
before it the task of catching up with the west. 
For many decades there was much, indeed bril¬ 
liant, success here. No longer. For the last dec¬ 
ade the gap slopped narrowing, instead it wid¬ 
ened. As we predicted, something had to give. 
Either the working class would carry through a 
democratic reorganisation of society, or, be¬ 
cause capitalism remained the dominant mode 
of production on the planet, the forces of reac¬ 
tion would restore the old order in the name of 
advancement. 

How do things stand now? Our assessment 
is, as 1 think we’ve made clear, that the forces 
of counterrevolution continue to advance. Yet 
how can this be when there exists the unde¬ 
feated Soviet working class, the class that made 
the October Revolution? 

The working class in the Soviet Union is, 
objectively speaking, incomparably stronger 
than it was iri 1917. That is a fact. Its numbers 
arc ten, fifteen times greater than when it 
brought down the Tsar, Kerensky and capital¬ 
ism. However, far from acting as a class for 
itself - possible in 1917 because of Bolshevik 
leadership - it exists merely as a class in itself. 
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To illustrate this we can do no better than 
take (he Soviet miners. As we know, last year 
some of their new leaders were invited to Bril 
ain by our Trotskyites. Much to the glee of the 
bourgeois media they went on to establish links 
with fascists, join the anti-Scargill witch-hunt 
and support the yellow UDM. 

Back in the USSR such false consciousness 
had similar results. In Siberia the miners look 
to Yeltsin for salvation. They stopped their anti- 
Gorbachcv strike because of his pleas. In the 
Ukraine the miners are turning towards the ul¬ 
tra pro-capitalist nationalists. All this gives us 
a glimpse of the wider picture. It shows us the 
extent of the disorientation of the working class 
caused by bureaucratic socialism. It certainly 
shows that the working class does not operate 
in any sense in Soviet society as a class for it¬ 
self. 

What about the forces of capitalist restora¬ 
tion? All along the line they have the initiative 
and dominate political debate. That docs not 
mean that counterrevolution exists as a mono¬ 
lithic bloc. Indeed, as we'll now explain, the 
very nature of counterrevolution in the USSR 
means it cannot operate as a monolithic bloc. 

Broadly, the main contending counterrevo¬ 
lutionary forces in the USSR can be considered 
under the following headings. 

• Firstly, the forces of nationalism - not only 
in Georgia, the Baltics, the Ukraine, etc, but 
also in Russia around renegade Communist 
Party careerists like Yeltsin; i.e. the most 
openly counterrevolutionary forces. These so- 
called democrats arc far from homogeneous. 
Each proto-capitalist class is seeking to carve 
out a home market for itself. This is what lies 
behind the politics of nationalism. 

Contradictions must result. Not only now, 
but above all in the future. Victory for the na¬ 
tionalists can only lead to the emergence of 
dominant and subordinate nations and thus con¬ 
flict. clashes and wars. Nevertheless, even with 
their inherent divisions at the moment, these 
forces have the advantage. Yeltsin is running 
wav out in front in the Russian presidential race 
and his almost certain success can only exacer¬ 
bate the drift towards dual power and disinte¬ 
gration in the USSR. No wonder Gorbachev is 
prepared to consider the possibility of Yeltsin 
and the other nationalist leaders having places 
in some sort of a grand coalition government. 

• The second category we can locate is the 
Gorbachevites themselves. Essentially, they arc 
technocrats around the state. They difter from 
the nationalists, but not on means or ends. 
Speed is where they differ: not the desirability 
of restoring a normal market economy, but how 
quickly. They do, however, have an interest in 
the unity of the USSR, but have an extremely 
narrow social base. This has forced them into 
what w-e could call a centrist role. Gorbachev 
more and more resembles a Kerensky in re¬ 
verse. 

• Finally there are the conservatives. They’re 
made up of sections of the army, the Commu¬ 
nist Party leadership, the all-union bureaucracy, 
and the Soyuz group in parliament. Deliber¬ 
ately, the bourgeois media has thoroughly 
mixed up the terms left and right. Yeltsin is 
labelled a radical leftist by a Daily Telegraph 
which here champions right wing Toryism. Yet 
the fact of the matter is that the conservatives 
in the USSR can genuinely be called conserva¬ 
tives. They are not against capitalist restoration, 
only its disruptive effects. They have no sepa¬ 
rate programme from the Gorbachevites or, for 
that matter, from the nationalists. 

Gorbachev and the nationalists differ on 
speed. Where Gorbachev wants to take five 
years to restore capitalism with the help of the 
G7 and SI50 billion in loans from the imperi¬ 
alists. the nationalists want to take 500 days to 
carry out the same programme. 

Quantitative differences also divide the con¬ 
servatives from the Gorbachevites. The conser¬ 
vatives want to carefully control and manage 
the restoration of capitalism. To do that they 
propose to march in front of the process ... with 
a red flag. 

We say this in both meanings in which that 
metaphor is commonly used. They want to be 
like the man who had to walk in front of the 
early motor cars: they want to be in front of the 
counterrevolutionary process with a red flag to 
make sure it only goes ahead at walking pace. 
But secondly, they want to march in front of the 
restoration of capitalism with a red flag in or¬ 
der to give it a red coloration, make it reliant on 
the apparatchiks of the old order and thus safe¬ 
guard - they hope - their power, patronage and 
privilege. 

Because they try to give the process of 
counterrevolution a communist cover, we must 


say that in a real sense the conservatives repre¬ 
sent the force most dangerous to the working 
class. 

Obviously working class militants who re¬ 
main attached and loyal to communism arc far 
more likely to follow this group than the Gor- 
bachevites or the Ycllsinitcs. That is what 
makes them so dangerous, not that they arc the 
most counterrevolutionary nr most reactionary 
trend in the Soviet Union. 

That ‘honour’ undoubtedly goes to the various 
nationalists. 


Positive straws? 

It is natural that some communists, both inside 
and outside the USSR, will wrongly decipher 
the often cryptic pronouncements of the conser¬ 
vatives and clutch at the straw of their pseudo¬ 
communist rhetoric. It is natural to want to de¬ 
tect a glimmer of light in the midst of a period 
of reaction, support some big force that is will¬ 
ing to fight back. Yet all the evidence before us 
shows that they won't fight back. Never forget 
Poland, Hungary and Czechoslovakia, and how 
easily counterrevolution triumphed. 

Despite the existence of long established so¬ 
cialist property relations, powerful secret police 
and armies, and the well organised and en- 
trcncltcd conservative 'official communists', so¬ 
cialism ignominiously collapsed just as we 
feared it would. 

Also we cannot but recall the honest com¬ 
munists in this country who were keen, to say 
the least, to cast the GDR in the role of the 
exception. Honecker and his comrades in the 
Socialist Unity Party did say that they weren't 
going to change the wallpaper merely because 
their neighbours had. But the wallpaper was 
never the problem. The wall was! People voted 
with their Trabants and 1989 saw the GDR 
predictably join the others. Honecker and the 
wall came crashing down. 

Do the political methods, programme, psy¬ 
chology and social base of the conservatives in 
the USSR differ fundamentally from Honecker 
and his ilk throughout Eastern Europe? In other 
words is the USSR an exception? To this we 
have to say no. Let us explain why. 

Bureaucratic socialism in Eastern Europe 
w as an export version of the bureaucratic social¬ 
ism that had evolved in the Soviet Union But 
the crisis of socialism in Eastern Europe was 
not the crisis of 1940s Soviet type socialism. 
Eastern European socialism was never set in 
aspic. It was living socialism and, as such, holds 
up a mirror (a warning) of what is in store for 
the Soviet Union tomorrow. The economic 
paralysis, the turn to the market and the range 
of counterrevolutionary groupings (openly pre¬ 
capitalist 'democrats', ‘reform communists', 
conservatives) we see today in the Soviet Un¬ 
ion all existed yesterday in Eastern Europe. 

The reason is hardly a mystery'. Socialism in 
1989 Eastern Europe displays a perfect corre¬ 
lation with the social-political "spectral lines’ 
of 1991 Soviet Union. Every objective test 
shows that they are both examples of bureau¬ 
cratic socialism. Because the Soviet Union is 
the same son of social formation, it should 
hardly surprise us that it is being affected by the 
same counterrevolutionary dynamic which 
operated in Eastern Europe. Thus there is every 
reason to fear that it could share the same fate. 

Needless to say, there are differences of 
detail. True. Eastern European socialism did not 
grow organically from the class struggle and 
conditions of Eastern Europe. True, it was in 
many senses first set up as an extension of 
Soviet state power. True, this meant that 
counterrevolution could be presented as a 
struggle to join the advanced world and libera¬ 
tion from the clutches of the Asian bear. 

Nevertheless that docs not mean there exists 
some sort of a qualitatively different situation 
in the USSR. There is no political Maginot Line 
separating Eastern Europe and the USSR. 
Surely the very Eastern European type develop¬ 
ments in the Baltics. Moldavia and Georgia 
more than confirm this. Moreover, it has to be 
recognised that the collapse of socialism in 
Eastern Europe was a product of the 
organically linked crisis of the USSR and each 
country’s particular national conditions. That is 
why long ago we began writing about the gen¬ 
eral crisis of bureaucratic socialism, as well as 
the crisis of bureaucratic socialism in this or 
that country or Soviet Republic. 

We’ve always said national conditions had 
to determine the contours of each counterrevo¬ 
lution. Thus we had ‘velvet’, ‘reformist’, ‘reu¬ 


nification’ anti ‘national salvation’ counterrevo¬ 
lutions. That was only to be expected. But this 
should not stop us from seeing the wood for the 
trees, the general crisis in the face of the ever 
changing kaleidoscope of its specific manifes¬ 
tations. 

In textbook fashion the general crisis of 
bureaucratic socialism progressively found 
expression from the weakest links of socialism 
to the centre. First Kampuchea and Afglianistan. 
then Poland and Hungary, then Czechoslovakia 
and the GDR, then Romania and Bulgaria, then 
Yugoslavia and Albania. Now we find the cri¬ 
sis devouring the world’s revolutionary centre 
itself. 

Everything we know about the countries that 
have gone down to counterrevolution - their 
history, their social and political structure - tells 
us that there is nothing fundamentally unique 
about them. That is why we fear the same 
counterrevolutionary danger faces not only the 
Soviet Union, but China. Cuba, Vietnam and 
North Korea as well. 

There are those who. while formally accept¬ 
ing all this, still think that the USSR is differ¬ 
ent. Their argument rests on the undeniable fact 
that the socialist revolution in the USSR was 
made by the working class of the city and big 
factory, that it momentarily produced a Com¬ 
mune-like state and that its leaders were deeply 
committed to and well versed in the science of 
Marxism. 

In contrast, the core of Eastern European so¬ 
cialism experienced revolution from above via 
the Soviet Army, while the revolutions from be¬ 
low in Albania. Yugoslavia, China, Vietnam, 
Korea and Cuba in essence took place on the 
basis of rural insurrections. 

The origins of the Soviet Union and of the 
other examples of socialism may have been 
different. However, as soon as it was bom, the 
Soviet state quickly found itself subject to the 
deforming atavistic pull of the country's stag¬ 
gering backwardness. 

The bureaucratic form of socialism that re¬ 
sulted began to choke the revolutionary spirit of 
October even w hilc Lenin was alive. But where 
Lenin fought ba.k with all his strength. Stalin 
justified it. accommodated to it. and then un¬ 
consciously fronted it. 

7 radically. in this way. because of a combi¬ 
nation of isolation and (connected) wrong po¬ 
litical leadership, the bureaucratic deformation 
of the revolution became institutionalised, pre¬ 
sented in theory as the norm and even the reali¬ 
sation of some son of heaven on earth. Not 
surprisingly. the passivity and alienation of the 
masses that was already evident in the early 
1920s. was compounded many times over. 

It cannot be emphasised too strongly that it 
w as exactly this form of socialism that was 
exported to Eastern Europe and used as a model 
elsewhere Not the bright red socialism of 1917 
but the soiled bureaucratic socialism that con¬ 
solidated itself in the 1930s. That is why East¬ 
ern Europe should act as a one minute to mid¬ 
night warning to communists in the Soviet 
Union and throughout the world. 

The Sov iet Union of 1917 is like the Paris 
Commune of 1871. While it is a model for the 
future, it is also a thing of the past. However, 
the bureaucratic socialism that grew out of it 
now show s all the signs of the political disinte¬ 
gration that undermined socialism in Eastern 
Europe: bourgeois pundits who call it a Yugo¬ 
slavia w ith nuclear w eapons are not far off the 
mark. 

Not only is the working class confused, but 
throughout the top echelons of Soviet society 
there has been a turn to what we in the west 
would call ‘white collar crime' on a grand scale. 
It is not only every republic for itself. It is every 
bureaucrat and manager for themself as well. 
From union ministry to mine, from republic to 
plant, from collective farm to retail outlet there 
is a systematic and massive plundering of state 
funds and state goods. 

These funds and goods are being syphoned 
oil into the Russki mafiosa. into the so-called 
cooperative sector, into the new private compa¬ 
nies being set up by friends and relatives of the 
administrative stratum. This more than just 
exacerbates the already chronic shortages and 
economic dislocation, it is a classic example of 
the primitive capital accumulation which is 
necessary if a new capitalist class is to emerge. 

As a final refuge, some might simply dis¬ 
miss all we say as doom-mongering pessimism. 
Such attempts say everything about our accus¬ 
ers. nothing about us. Our analysis is sober, 
scientific and completely partisan; ie, it is 
Marxist. Communists arc by definition optimis¬ 
tic. However, we can afford no illusions. Our 
optimism is based on facts, not wishful think - 
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; jng. Thai is why wc don’t fear the truth. On the 
* contrary, we seek out the truth and when we 
find it we look it straight in the face. 

This means that while as a matter of prin¬ 
ciple we unconditionally defend living social¬ 
ism, we also warn of the dangers it faces and 
argue for the practice that is needed to advance 
it. We do this today, we did it yesterday. 

Thus, whervothers refused to see anything 
fundamentally wrong with Gorbachev ism. wc 
came to the conclusion that there was a crisis of 
bureaucratic socialism and it could only be 
positively resolved through some sort of a po¬ 
litical revolution. Again, where others wanted 
to believe that with perestroika and so-called 
new political thinking capitalism and socialism 
could live happily ever after, wc insisted that if 
we want a world of peace we would have to kill 
capitalism through the continuation and com¬ 
pletion of the world revolution. 

There is nothing pessimistic here. In fact our 
optimism knows no limits. For we were and 
remain absolutely convinced of the victory of 
our class and the cause of communism. 


Remarkable socialism 

World revolution moves forward according to 
a very complicated, chaotic route. In the short 
term it behaves in a completely unpredictable 
fashion. By its very nature therefore it can never 
proceed along a Euclidean straight line. There 
will be dramatic advances, but there w ill also be 
twists and turns, lulls, retreats and even defeats. 
Today wc are undoubtedly living through a pe¬ 
riod of defeats, a period of reaction. But w hat 
is being defeated is more than this or that state; 
what is being defeated, it is claimed, is an idea. 
The bosses’ media never loses an opportunity 
to tell us - and most of the world's population 
believes it - that socialism as any sort of supe¬ 
rior alternative to capitalism has failed. If only 
it was all shallow propaganda and braggadocio. 
But it isn’t. 

It would appear that the world has fallen 
back behind its point of departure. Certainly, if 
wc compare the despondency of now adays with 
the high hopes exuded by late 19th century 
socialism, this would seem to be the case. Then 
there was a grow ing and widespread belief that 
capitalism had become an anachronism and that 
Marxism was the only theory capable of guid¬ 
ing humanity to real freedom. 

Nowadays what remains of socialism is ei¬ 
ther in deep crisis or is deeply unattractive. The 
’official communist’ parties are making their 
final transformation into social democracy 
Related to this, the working class has lost its 
sense of historical mission. Now at best it fights 
to belter its slave position w ithin existing soci¬ 
ety. As a result bourgeois ideology has gained 
a new confidence. The post-modernists of bour¬ 
geois academia have pronounced the death of 
all 'metatheory', sub-atomic physics is meant 
to prove the impossibility of economic plan¬ 
ning. and now that green politics rules, woe to 
those who dare tamper with the natural (capi¬ 
talist) order of things. 

But has socialism failed? Is the future one of 
uninterrupted capitalism? No. socialism hasn't 
failed, neither as an alternative to capitalism nor 
as an idea. And no. the future is not one of 
uninterrupted capitalism. Why are wc so con¬ 
fident? 

For Marxists, socialism was never a utopian 
dream or a universal elixir that could work no 
matter what the conditions or circumstances. 
Socialism is the product of capitalism. It comes 
on to the historical agenda because capitalism 
has created the conditions for it by creating a 
world market, a world economy and a world 
working class. The working class, as capital¬ 
ism's victim, gravedigger and successor, is the 
only force capable of taking hold of the baton 
of progress. As a world class with no interest in 
fettering the productive forces, only the work¬ 
ing class can rationally organise the world econ¬ 
omy. negate capitalism’s contradictions and 
begin the transition to a classless society, 
communism. 

Armed with this basic theoretical under 
standing, u is clear that socialism, if it is really 
to be socialism, i.c. a society in transition to 
communism, takes as its starting point the most 
advanced capitalist countries. But life is dialec¬ 
tical, not mechanical. 

As it turned out, necessity flowed along the 
easiest, but most unexpected, course. The last 
general crisis of capitalism, which began in 
1914, almost straight away produced revolution 
tn a rash of countries, including advanced Ger¬ 


many. Yet it was only in backward Russia that 
proletarian power surv ived. Hence, where his¬ 
torically the task of socialism is to move human 
society Irom advanced capitalism to communist 
abundance, living socialism was actually faced 
with the task of catching up with advanced 
capitalism. 

Hiat the Russian revolution was left and 
survived in isolation is not a failure of social¬ 
ism as such. Rather it was an unexpected his¬ 
torical accident which came about due to the 
lack of experience in the revolutionary move¬ 
ment in other countries, the treachery of social 
democracy and the weakness of capitalism. That 
the Soviet Union survived over 70 years in any 
form at all is remarkable. Thai it is in crisis 
today is not proof of socialism's failure but of 
its resilience, tenacity and ability to stand up 
against overwhelming odds. 

Tlic remarkable nature of socialism can be 
appreciated even more if wc remember just how 
backward pre-revolutionary Russia really was; 
how even its miserable levels of production 
were thrown back by the triple disasters of 
World War 1, civil war and epidemic. One 
writer has estimated that as a result of all that. 
Lenin’s Russia had a productive level roughly 
on a par with Cromwell's England. This one 
statistic tells us more about Gorbachev's turn to 
the market than all the bourgeois triumphalism, 
‘end of history' theorising, and claims that so¬ 
cialism has failed, put together. 

In 1917 neither Lenin nor any of his co-lead¬ 
ers of the Bolshevik Party entertained any ideas 
whatsoever about Russia becoming ,i fully 
rounded socialist society through its own ef¬ 
forts. For Lenin. Russia was the spark that 
would ignite the world revolution. Once the 
flame took hold elsewhere Russia would as¬ 
sume a role more fitting to its economic level. 
It would go from the vanguard to the rearguard 
of the world revolution 

Of course it didn't happen. The Soviet re¬ 
public was left isolated and unaided in its des¬ 
perate efforts to rebuild and then develop itself. 
When the world revolution regained momentum 
towards the end of World War II it did not 
lessen the burden earned by the Soviet Union. 
The burden increased. The revolutions that 
succeeded did so mainly in equally backward or 
even more backward countries. 

Taking all this into account, when we quote 
Marx on the need to criticise w ith “unmerciful 
thoroughness, the inadequacies, the weaknesses 
and paltriness of our first efforts" we have ev¬ 
ery reason to expect our second efforts to be far 
less weak and paltry. 

Ironically, it is because of capitalism's very 
successes that we can say this. Through its 
dynamism, capitalism gives birth to the condi¬ 
tions and forces for its own destruction. At the 
heart of this lies the contradiction within capi¬ 
talism between the social nature of production 
and the private nature of appropriation. The 
daily tally of 'giant fish eats noi-quite-so giant 
fish' takeovers shows this has now reached 
unheard of heights. 

While monopoly capitalism might still be 
producing more and more commodities, might 
still be bringing forth all sorts of new technolo¬ 
gies. all sorts of advances in the productive 
forces, it finds it harder and harder to contain 
the forces that it itself creates. Monopoly capi¬ 
talism means less capitalists and more workers; 
monopoly capitalism means the over-produc¬ 
tion of commodities amidst the growth of pau¬ 
perisation; monopoly capitalism means the 
growth of inter-imperialist contradictions; 
monopoly capitalism means the certainty of the 
most devastating new general crisis. 

Such a general crisis would not only send 
production reeling backwards as we saw in 
1929, when 40-60% of the GNPs of the most 
advanced capitalist countries were wiped out 
almost overnight. It would, through the result¬ 
ing danger of an inter-imperialist World War 
III. threaten to destroy 7,000 years of human 
civilisation. 

The only alternative is socialism. 

Our task is to win the masses to fight for this 
alternative. It is a future worth fighting for. 
worth dying for. The socialism of the 21 st cen¬ 
tury has nothing grey or bureaucratic about it. 
Given the proletarianisation of the world, the 
modem levels of production and technique, we 
can be sure that the new revolutions and social¬ 
ism of the 21st century will have a very differ¬ 
ent appearance and form to the crippled social¬ 
ism of the 20th century. 

Socialism of the 21st century will be demo¬ 
cratic. phonal, humane and advanced. With 
computers and the electronic revolution the 
working day can be dramatically cut. This is the 
material basis for abundance; where real mass 


participatory democracy can work, where the 
culture of the future can grow, and an ever 
increasing living standard - the central aim of 
socialism - can be guaranteed. 

This is the future that necessarily and inevi¬ 
tably emerges from the womb of capitalism. It 
is to this vision that wc must win the working 
class masses. Wc must lift eyes that arc still 
trapped on the past We must expose as a lie the 
criminal idea that the Soviet Union represented 
some sort of 'developed socialism'. Wc must 
show what sort of future the workers can have 
if they fight in a communist way, if they organ¬ 
ise themselves as the alternative ruling class. 
This is the biggest service wc in Britain can do 
to what remains of socialism in the world today. 
This is the biggest tribute wc can pay to the 
great October Revolution. 


General election 


A milestone in the struggle to reforge the 
Communist Party of Great Britain will undoubt¬ 
edly be the next general election, presumably in 
1992. But whenever it comes it will comprehen¬ 
sively. unmercifully and brutally expose the 
opportunists' liquidationism. tailism and total 
lack of initiative. It will also, and most impor¬ 
tantly. show in the form of the four candidates 
we propose to stand, that there are the begin¬ 
nings of a real communist alternative in Britain. 

What a contrast this makes to the official 
communist’ Euros. CPB and NCP. Long gone 
arc the days when the Euros spoke about stand¬ 
ing in the "maximum" number of seats. So in¬ 
tent are they on turning outwards that they have 
lost all form, all coherence, and any excuse for 
an independent existence. The Euros will not 
stand any candidates. As well as calling for 
voles for Kinnock's Labour Party they will urge 
Tactical voting' for the petty bourgeois Greens 
and bourgeois Liberal Democrats. By turning 
inwards the other 'official communists' achieve 
similar results. It appears that the CPB won't 
stand candidates either. Most likely instead it 
will issue a blanket call for a Labour vote. The 
NCP will certainly call for a Labour vote eve¬ 
rywhere; after all. it is awaiting the day when 
Neil Kinnnock gives the nod to its affiliation 
dreams. 

Incidentally we note that while the NCP 
wants everyone to vote Labour in elections to 
Westminster, in Strasbourg elections it urges 
boycott. According to its leadership, elections 
to the European parliament foster illusions that 
the European Community can do something 
positive. Its reasoning says everything about its 
parliamentary cretinism w hen it comes to Brit¬ 
ain. 

Wc Leninists have never had any illusions 
in the Westminster. Strasbourg or any bourgeois 
parliament. We stand candidates for the bour¬ 
geois parliament in order to overcome the illu¬ 
sions the working class has. We are for the real 
democracy of workers’ councils. Roll on the 
day when the bourgeois parliament is no more 

Here we follow the tradition of our comrade 
William Morris, who is falsely claimed by the 
Euros. Morris was a great revolutionary, a 
friend of the Marx family and an enemy of 
opportunism. He certainly had no time for the 
reformist 'socialism' now presented by the 
Euros as something brand new. In his brilliant 
futuristic book News from Nowhere he de¬ 
scribes how the communist society of the future 
had turned the old parliament in to a dung col¬ 
lecting station. A fitting fate. 


Labour: 

party and government 

Now let us turn to the Labour Party itself. The 
question on every lip is: can the Labour Party 
win? Well, looking at the Sunday papers today, 
what do we see? A six percent lead in the opin¬ 
ion polls. In other words the 1990s Labour 
Party, unlike the 1980s Labour Party, is in a 
position where it can win a general election. 
The Labour Party never died. Labour’s forward 
march was never halted by changes in popula¬ 
tion structure. 

Without coalition politics, w ithout dumping 
its Labourite ideology, the Labour Party has 
risen again and can now tell its supporters to 
prepare for government. It is not only the edi¬ 
tors of coffee table Marxist' journals who 
declared that this was impossible. So did the TV 
and press pollsters w ho with a tip and a tap on 
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their computers showed us that Labour could 
never overturn a Tory Party which has enjoyed 
three general election victories in a row, along 
with almost unprecedented parliamentary 
majorities. 

Politics cannot be reduced to statistics. Tory 
election victories did not rely on Thatchcritc 
ideological hegemony nor on a decline in the 
number of manual workers. The Tories were 
less popular in the 1980s than they were in the 
1950s or 1960s. Then, their percentage of the 
popular vote hovered around the 50% mark; 
throughout the 1980s it hovered around the 40% 
mark. The politics of the 1980s was not the rise 
in popularity of the Tories, it was the crisis of 
the Labour Party. 

Its crisis tells us why Thatcher won a hat 
trick, why she enjoyed such thumping majori¬ 
ties. As a secondary reaction to the last Labour 
government's vicious attacks on the organised 
working class, the trade union bureaucracy went 
along with Bennitc moves to push the Labour 
Party to the left. It was either that or mass 
defection of activists to the left. There was a 
price to pay, however mass defection on the 
right. 

The SDP grew not only on the basis of the 
defection of a handful of MPs. It grew on the 
basis of hiving off Labour's so-called moder¬ 
ate voters. As a result, in its first years the SDP. 
in alliance wnh the Liberals, found itself ahead 
of both Tory and Labour parties in opinion poll 
ratings. Even if this did not hold up when put to 
the test of actual general elections, it did spoil 
the chances of the Labour Party (which, as far 
as the bourgeoisie was concerned, was still 
burdened with the utopian left reformist politics 
of Bcnnism). 

Here we find the secret' of the failure of the 
l-ahour Party and the success of the Tory party 
over three successive general elections. Yet 
Labour is no longer in crisis. Again it is a safe 
alternative party of government. Its recovery is 
the main feature of bourgeois politics today. It 
is true that Labour's lead over the Tories could 
be eroded over the course of a general election 
campaign. As it seems at the moment though, 
the chances are that Labour will end up as at 
least the largest party in the House of Com¬ 
mons. and therefore the party whose leader 
Elizabeth Windsor w ill invite to the palace. 

Even if Labour fails to get a majority. and 
only manages to form some sort of interim 
government. I would put money on it that 
within six months it will go to the country 
again. Then it will get the mandate' and work¬ 
ing majority it wants. 

We say all this in the lull know ledge that it 
is rather speculative. Nevertheless such specu¬ 
lation is excusable. We speculate about the pos¬ 
sibility of a Labour victory and a Labour gov - 
emnicnt because we want to warn the working 
class about this danger. Workers. Labour w ill 
attack you! The Labour Party is not your friend, 
it is your enemy, it is a tool in the hands of the 
boss class. 

Throughout the 1980s we fought those who 
told us to wait for the 'next Labour govern¬ 
ment’. not because we thought that there 
couldn't be a 'next Labour government', but 
because such talk was designed to hold back the 
class struggle. More than that, wc insisted that 
a Labour government w ould be no better for the 
working class than a Tory government. 

Wc always opposed the lesser of tw o evils' 
theory of politics. We have always advanced 
what our working class needs, not what capital¬ 
ism. whether under Labour or Tory govern¬ 
ments. can afford. In the same spirit we warn 
our class that not only docs the Labour Pans 
operate as a second eleven - that's a quote from 
Militant - but if Kinnock gets into NolO there 
is every reason to expect that his government 
will be even worse as far as the working class 
is concerned. 

So for us. the prospect of a Labour govern¬ 
ment in 1992 is not something we look to w ith 
relief. For us it is a challenge. The enemy is 
fielding a new team against us. We can. we 
must, we w ill, fight them with all our strength. 
We will fight whoever w ins. 


Labour changes 


For all the silly claims that the Labour Parly has 
undergone some sort of an epistemological 
break from its Labourite past, and thus from the 
trade unions, they have been the locomotive 
behind Labour's revival. The trade union tops 
have provided the discipline, sense of purpose 
anil direction, the bloc votes and the finance for 
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ihe Kinnockite project of repairing the Labour 
Party and making it fit for office. The results so 
far show that it was sectional money well spent. 

Of course, it would have all been for noth¬ 
ing if Britain had really experienced an eco¬ 
nomic renaissance. But it didn't. This. Europe, 
and the sullen resistance of the working class, 
in particular to the poll lax. has left the Tories 
floundering in the polls. 

That's right: the government's unpopularity 
has nothing to do with John Major's grey per¬ 
sonality. nothing to do with British politics 
being boring, or that Ashdown and Kinnock 
have crowded out the middle ground. Yes, in 
the last analysis the reason why the Tories are 
at each others' throats is the class struggle and 
the mess that is the economy There was no 
Thatcherite economic renaissance. Britain's 
economic decline and resulting lack of strate¬ 
gic direction continues. 

Britain's position in the world is now 
weaker, relative to its major rivals, than before 
Thatcher came into office. Britain's 1980s 
'boom" was built on papier. It was based on yet 
another stretching of the credit system. Hence 
Britain's extraordinary vulnerability. We've not 
seen a new general crisis. All that has happened 
is a rather minor downward oscillation in the 
world economy. And what did that trigger off 
in Britain? Bankruptcies sky-rocketing, crip¬ 
pling interest rates, failing house values, attacks 
on wages, spiralling unemployment ... and 
wholesale ideological disillusionment. 

That is why the Tories are in disarray. And 
what disarray! They arc all at sixes and sevens 
over European integration. We have Tory at¬ 
tacks on Major over the Kurds, Emu and just 
about every thing else. The ‘back seat driver' is 
making concealed but nonetheless withering 
criticism of her chosen successor. Even the true 
blue Daily Express complains that the cabinet 
(overwhelmingly chosen by Thatcher) consists 
of nothing other than dunderwits. 

What this adds up to is that Thatcherism 
itself suddenly stands discredited. The lunatic 
right alone now defends the poll tax. And what 
about twin track motorways and the privatisa¬ 
tion of prisons'? No wonder the City and the 
CBI are making overtures to the Labour Party, 
and former Thatcher cabinet ministers are sing¬ 
ing Kmnock's praises. 

The fact is that an increasing body of the 
ruling class is turning to the Labour Party as 
their alternative. Solid evidence of this can be 
seen in the columns of the Financial Times. 
Over the last week or so it has been carry ing a 
series of editorials on the Labour Party, its poli¬ 
tics. its prospects, its personalities. The FT is far 
from negative; on occasion it is glow'ing. For it. 
Labour is no longer pan of the problem. Indeed 
it concludes that it is pan of the answer. Only 
a fool w ould suggest that the Financial Times 
has somehow gone soft on socialism, that its 
politics are the same colour as its pages. It is a 
cool headed and authoritative voice of finance 
capitalism in Britain. 

Because the Tories are so unpopular and are 
in disarray, the ruling class needs a second 
string to its bow. Thanks to the trade union 
bureaucracy, they now have it in the form of the 
Kinnockite Labour Party - a Labour Party 
which, in the words of Marx, we can vote for so 
that it can misrepresent us for the next five 
years. That is the role of the Labour Party in our 
tweedledum-tweedledee democracy. 

Having made it clear that there is a real 
possibility of the Labour Party misrepresenting 
us in government after a May or June 1992 
general election, it's worth asking what we 
■>hould expeci Irom a Kinnock-led government. 
Well, in a word, comrades, we should expect 
nothing positive. Labour under Kinnock is 
openly, unashamedly committed to running 
capitalism. Its slogans are not agitate, educate 
and organise. Its slogans are a left version of the 
Tory programme: social market, social Europe 
and social capitalism. That's the platform 
Labour is standing on. 

To get a rough idea of what this platform 
means in practice, all we need do is caste our 
eye over countries which have Labour-type 
governments. In Spain the government attacked 
the working class with such viciousness that its 
own trade union federation broke its links with 
the Socialist Party. In France the socialist gov¬ 
ernment under President Mitterand has broken 
strikes and deployed new nuclear weapons 
against the Soviet Union. In Australia Bob 
Hawke's Labour government complains of lazy 
workers and stopped benefit for the long term 
unemployed. 

I o complete the picture, we can do no bel¬ 
ter than I'xjk at past Labour governments in our 


capitalism in general crisis and cut the dole. In 
the first half of the 1940s, the Labour Party 
managed British imperialism’s home front 
while Giurchill managed the international front. 
In the second half of the 1940s Labour managed 
capitalism's reconstruction by breaking strikes 
and imposing austerity. In Ihe 1960s Labour 
managed capitalism in boom and tried to 
shackle the trade unions. In the 1970s it man¬ 
aged capitalism as it moved into its period of 
pre-general crisis stagnation and drove down 
real wages. 

No Labour government has fought for the 
working class, no Labour government has 
fought capitalism. Wc shouldn't expeci any¬ 
thing different in the I990's. 

There will be those who are prepared to give 
us that, who say that Labour might be bad ... but 
that it couldn’t be as bad as the Tories. Not true. 
As we've seen. Labour can be just as bad. We 
can expect Britain's economic position to 
continue its deterioration. And as capitalism 
drifts nearer and nearer to a new general crisis 
there is every reason to expect a 1990s Labour 
government to be worse than the 1980s Tory 
governments. 

Labour would have us believe that the rea¬ 
son unemployment doubled in the 1980s was 
the Tory government. The Tories would have us 
believe that the reason unemployment doubled 
in the 1970s was the Labour government. It's a 
lie. It's a trick. The agents of the capitalist class 
want us to blame this or that party rather than 
the system itself. Governments have an effect 
on the workings of capitalism of course, but 
only in detail, not substance. That’s why our 
prime concern is not who manages capitalism, 
but getting rid of capitalism. 

That's the communist position. Any other 
approach ends up tailing one or another faction 
of the ruling class. So we must not take the 
'lesser of two evils’ theory as our starting point, 
but the goal of socialism. Because of that wc do 
not at this particular juncture call for a Labour 
vote. 

As well as standing four CPGB candidates, 
we will draw up a series of demands, a series of 
minimum demands which begin from the basis 
of what the working class needs rather than 
w'hat capitalism can afford. We will present this 
minimum platform to the working class move¬ 
ment in Britain and wc will urge the working 
class to organise around it. If Labour candidates 
accept these demands then it would be prin¬ 
cipled to vote and support them. If they won’t 
then other candidates should be called forward 
- where this does not happen we are calling for 
workers to 'spoil' ballot papers by writing 
'communist' across them! 

We know that many will disagree with us, 
like the SWP and the rumps of 'official' com¬ 
munism, who will vote for the Labour Party no 
matter who leads it, no matter what it stands for. 
But so will the mass of those who arc far too 
casually called class conscious workers, i.e. 
those workers who have trade union conscious¬ 
ness. 

Trade union coasciousness is actually a form 
of bourgeois consciousness. Our task is not to 
tail the masses, especially when they have no 
socialist illusions in the Labour Party. Labour 
might be better, they hope; it can't be worse, 
they imagine. 

These illusions arc in essence no different to 
those held by our class in the Liberal Party 
during the last half of the 19th century and the 
beginning of this century. Then, trade unions 
sponsored Liberal MPs and trade unionists 
voted Liberal in the belief that they were the 
lesser evil compared to the Tories. 

The Labour Party’s formation represented a 
step forward from that. It posed the necessity 
fora genuine working class political party. But 
to paraphrase the Financial Times, today La¬ 
bour is no longer part of the answer. It is part of 
the problem. In the conditions of the late 20th 
century it constitutes the same sort of barrier to 
working class consciousness that the Liberal 
Party did in the late 19th century. We must 
break that barrier by building an alternative. 


Lenin and Labour 

Inevitably, some will quote Lenin against us, 
not least his advice to the early CPGB to vote 
Labour and seek affiliation to it. On the basis of 
a quote or two from Lenin we are meant to go 
out and vote Labour and even try and affiliate 
to the Labour Party today. That approach owes 
nothing to Marxism. It is to treat Lenin’s writ- 


thc advice he did to the CPGB, it is necessary 
to examine the historical context in which it was 
given as well as the caveats it contained. 

The first thing that wc need to emphasise is 
that Lenin's position was not a matter of prin¬ 
ciple, it was a tactical question. Next it must be 
emphasised that Lenin’s position was not the 
result of some sort of softness towards the 
Labour Party. He was perfectly clear that the 
Labour Party was a bourgeois workers' parly. 
Characterised by reference to its leadership and 
programme, it had to be considered thoroughly 
reactionary. 

Nevertheless, Lenin argued that, as the mass 
of workers had socialist illusions in it, because 
it had never been tested by being in govern¬ 
ment, it would help the cause of communism if 
Labour was given a helping hand to power. 
There was no question of Labour being a lesser 
of two evils or introducing socialism. The 
communists would support Labour “like a rope 
supports a hanged man". 

What about affiliation? It is true that Lenin 
said that it would be good if the Labour Party 
allowed the Communist Party to affiliate. But 
he also said that if the Labour Party turned it 
down that would be even better. Being turned 
down would deny the communists some imme¬ 
diate mass influence, but it would expose the 
Labour Party for what it really was. 

In the early 1920s that needed doing. It 
should be remembered what sort of image it had 
then. It was very different from the moderation 
and red roses so carefully projected by Peter 
Mandclson. Its leader. Ramsay MacDonald, 
was detested by the establishment because of 
his opposition to World War I. Far from giving 
loyal advice or joining the war cabinet, he stuck 
to his pacifism. In other words, he was a social 
pacifist and thus, in terms of the world working 
class movement of the time, a centrist. It was 
these politics that led him to call for British 
workers' and soldiers’ soviets in March 1917, 
Not something one would expeci from Kin¬ 
nock! 

And in the wake of the October Revolution. 
Labour moved to head off the danger of a 
Communist Party by moving to the left. In 1918 
it transformed itself ideologically and organi¬ 
sationally from being a trade union party into 
a far more European type socialist party. It 
introduced individual membership and its fa¬ 
mous Clause 4. 

When was the last time Kinnock spoke 
about taking over the commanding heights of 
industry? He doesn't even mention nationalisa¬ 
tion any more, even the capitalist nationalisa¬ 
tion practised by the 1945-51 Attlee govern¬ 
ment. No, Kinnock doesn’t promise any sort of 
socialism, certainly not MacDonald's new 
Jerusalem. Where MacDonald wanted to 
achieve the same results as the Bolsheviks, only 
using different (parliamentary' and peaceful) 
methods, Kinnock wants to emulate Japan! 

Organisationally too, Labour was a very- 
different party. In 1920 communists could be 
and were individual members and there was no 
bar on them representing their trade union at 
Labour Party conferences. Labour was also 
formally committed to acting as the umbrella 
lor the whole socialist and workers' movement, 
through it’s federal affiliated structure. 

Today it’s not only that Neil Kinnock's 
politics are hard to distinguish from John Ma¬ 
jor’s. The fact of the matter is that after the first 
unsuccessful CPGB applications for affiliation, 
the Labour tops began a witch-hunt; they ex¬ 
pelled. hounded and then put in place a whole 
series of ami-democratic bans and restrictions 
barring communists from any activity within 
the Labour Party. This reached its final stage in 
1946 when it constitutionally ruled out any 
further affiliations. 

I aken as a whole, these measures have 
made it impossible for communists as a body to 
openly work (as Lenin insisted as a matter of 
principle) in the Labour Party. More than that, 
the Labour Party has been tested in office many, 
many times. Not surprisingly then, few people 
have socialist illusions in it now. Those who do 
are surely very foolish, considering Kinnock 's 
pro-imperialist, anti-socialist politics and his 
promise that capitalism will be safe in his 
hands. 

So the Labour Party has changed and so 
have peoples' perceptions of it. Taking all this 
in account, we find nothing to justify voting 
Labour at the next general election. Of course 
Labour will continue to change. That we do not 
deny. But whether to the right or left we cannot 
tell. What we can say is that our tactics will 
reflect those changes just as our tactics reflect 


definition have to be flexible. If they aren’t, if 
they are set in tablets, they can only but become 
a form of opportunism. 


If 

Let us illustrate our approach to tactics by play¬ 
ing a liule game of ‘if. If a Tony Bcnn or a Ken 
Livingstone was leading the Labour Party 
today, and if they had a mass movement behind 
them that was calling for socialism, then it 
could be legitimate to tactically call for a vote 
for Labour. Of course that support would be 
with the aim of acting like Lenin’s rope, as 
would resurrecting the call for CPGB affiliation. 
Such a move would put the Labour Party's 
socialist proclamation to the test before a mass 
socialist movement which would naturally 
desire working class unity, and would have no 
problems with revolutionaries, communists, 
joining its ranks. 

Nationally no such situation exists today. 
There is, however, something like it in Liver¬ 
pool. where Militant has been forced by the 
Kinnockite witch-hunt to break from its own 
programme and stand against the Labour Party. 
Far from being a last gasp, this is a very posi¬ 
tive pointer for the future. We therefore con¬ 
sider it perfectly legitimate to have supported 
the Broad Left candidates in the council elec¬ 
tions. We would also consider it perfectly legiti¬ 
mate to support a Broad Left candidate in Eric 
Heffer's old seat. 

Why? Well, Militant says that it is for so¬ 
cialism and Marxism, and actually has a social 
base - something no other left organisation in 
Britain can claim at the moment. Now some 
might say that after Derek Hatton, no one could 
have illusions in Militant. I beg to differ. Above 
all though, in spite of Militant's slogan ‘For a 
Labour government with socialist policies', its 
very decision to stand independently and 
against Labour poses the necessity of a na¬ 
tionwide alternative to the Labour Party - 
namely a Communist Party. 


Our Eighth 
Summer Offensive 

It is to pose that question in its most pure form 
that we will stand our own candidates in 1992. 
Our aim is not to hold the balance of power in 
a hung parliament. We are not after a deal from 
Neil Kinnock. The reason we stand for parlia¬ 
ment is to build the communist alternative. 

We exist for no other reason than providing 
our class with the Communist Party it needs. 
And it is on that basis that we have chosen the 
tour constituencies of where we will stand can¬ 
didates. The Provisional Central Committee 
will be standing candidates in London’s Brent 
and Tower Hamlets; in the proletarian capital 
ot Scotland, Glasgow; and in the Rhondda the 
historic proletarian capital of Wales. 

Our decision to stand has nothing to do with 
whether the sitting Labour MP is right or left, 
or whether they have a thumping big majority 
or just a big majority. We're standing to agitate 
for communism. We are there to build a com¬ 
munist organisation. That will be the nature of 
our campaign. 

As can be imagined, all this will cost a great 
deal ot money, not least considering that dur¬ 
ing the course ot the general election campaign 
we will launch a paper which will become truly 
the Daily Worker. That is why we have set a 
£30,000 target for our Eighth Summer Offen¬ 
sive. It's a high target. We know that it will be 
extremely hard for our organisation and for the 
comrades to reach it. But wc are confident that 
as wc busted the targets we set for every other 
Ottensive, we will do the same in 1991. 

It is traditional in speeches such as this to 
compare our campaign with the campaign of 
Ihe opportunists. This served some function in 
the past, but not any more. The NCP and CPB 
aren t capable ot raising more than a whimper. 
The Euros £5(),(KX) "transformation” appeal 
netted a pathetic £1 7,(XX). When we launched 
our first Summer Offensive they had a 
£100,000 target and got somewhere near it. 
Obviously those days are gone for ever. 

So we can no longer use the opportunists as 
any sort of bench mark for our Summer Offen¬ 
sives. We must use necessity. That is a good 
source of pride and confidence. 

• Die future is ours! 


country In the 1920s the Labour Party managed m8S as a bihle ' To lmdcrMaMtl wh ? Lcnin 8 ;,vc 


the changes in the Labour Party since 1920. it 
would be ridiculous if they didn't. Tactics by 
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Going down 

Gerd Ruge. Gorbachev. Chauo & 
Windus 1991, pp260. £15.99 

THIS IS yei another book about 
Mikhail Gorbachev, still the bourgeoi¬ 
sie's favourite communist. There is 
nothing new or revealing about the 
subject in question; the work is a 
straightforward biography. It is written 
from the point of view of the liberal, 
and as such lavishes praise on Gor¬ 
bachev and the politics of counterrevo¬ 
lution in the Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe. 

The book presents us with a fairly 
standard biographical format; it starts 
‘bom at an early age ...' and runs on. 
Gorbachev's childhood spanned the 
years of the repressions, the purges etc. 
Although his family kept their heads 
down and did not experience any 
knocks at the door in the middle of the 
night. Gorbachev was aware of the 
repressions that had taken place. 

His progression upwards was fairly 
characteristic of the ambitious ‘party 
man' of his day. He joined the Komso¬ 
mol at the age of 14 and took an active 
role in its work. While at university at 
the age of 21 he joined the Party. A 
year later Stalin died and the so-called 
‘thaw’ had set in. Gorbachev put his 
faith in Kruschev, who represented a 
further step along the road of opportun¬ 
ism within the CPSU and the world 
communist movement. After Brezhnev, 
Andropov and Chernenko that road has 
now finally come to the end with 
Gorbachev at the wheel. 

The ever increasing opportunism 
that arose under the leadership of Stalin 
has now blossomed into fully fledged 
counterrevolutionary politics. We only 
need to look at Gorbachev’s overtly 
pro-imperialist position during the Gulf 
War to sec this. This is foreign policy 
which naturally is a reflection of the 
internal politics of the country. These 
are reactionary too. Gorbachev initially 
held up perestroika as the new NEP and 
a continuation of Leninism. Perestroika 
was promoted as a revolutionary up¬ 
grading of socialism that was needed in 
order to advance forward. 

Perestroika’s compliment, glasnost. 
was the sweetener for this process. The 
purpose of glasnost was not to allow 
the open discussion and the strengthen¬ 
ing of all that was progressive, as many 
would have us believe: rather it was to 
allow the promotion of reactionary 
views and ideas such as the glorifica¬ 
tion of the market, the need for unem¬ 
ployment, and the need for women to 
go back in to the home.. Glasnost acted 
as a sham democratic sop to the work¬ 
ing class, and as a sugared pill to the 
intelligentsia, to hitch them to the 
Gorbachev bandwagon. Perhaps 
Mikhail Sergeyevich might now be¬ 
lieve that the Russian for 'can of 
worms’ would have been a more ap¬ 
propriate title than ‘openness’. 

The Soviet Union has of course 
many problems - it always had. This 
does not surprise us. Gorbachev - un¬ 
like most of his predecessors - pointed 
to some of these. The problems of the 
planned economy and socialist democ¬ 
racy were strong weapons in his arse¬ 
nal for perestroika Gorbachev however 
offered bourgeois solutions. The fail¬ 
ings of the bureaucratically planned 
economy was for Gorbachev proof of 
the unworkability of the planned econ¬ 
omy. In its place he proposed its re¬ 
placement with a market economy. 
Further, instead of proletarian democ¬ 
racy with its accountability and right ol 
recall - real power to the soviets - he 
offered up a Tsarist style bourgeois 
democracy with its resultant Duma like 
parliamentary politics in. which hand 
picked misrepresentatives of the 
masses vie to line their own pockets 
and secure a lucrative position in the 
coming post-socialist order. 

The CPSU under Gorbachev cannot 
provide the Soviet people with the 
necessary solutions in order to advance 
to communism. Gorbachev still has his 
supporters though - the imperialists in 
the west and the Morning Star, lor 


example. 

Our 'official communists' still 
laughably contend that perestroika will 
strengthen socialism, while his support 
among the imperialists has begun to 
ebb of late, now that he is looking 
more of a political incompetent as the 
internal situation goes from bad to 
worse. Capitalist pundits, such as The 
Economist and Financial Times are 
now openly calling for the ditching of 
Gorbachev and his replacement by his 
ex-lieutenant Yeltsin. 

Alter all, imperialism requires a 
stable and united (in the geo-political 
sense) Soviet Union so as to expand its 
sphere of exploitation without too 
many problems. So how long Gor¬ 
bachev continues as a politician of 
world significance remains to be seen. 
He will not go down singing The Inter¬ 
nationale. that’s for sure. One thing is 
certain: if the counterrevolutionary 
process is not checked from below by 
the political revolution of the working 
class then it is just a matter of lime 
before we will see Gorbachev's job 
finished for him with disintegration 
and restoration bearing full fruit in the 
Soviet Union. The individual that 
spearheaded this process deserves 
some kind of a biography, but this is 
not it. And he needs the sort of biogra¬ 
phy where the working class writes the 
last chapter for. and against, him 
through its conscious action. 

Michael Waters 



History 

Joe Berry, 70 Years of Struggle - 
Britain's Communist Party 1920-1990, 
Communist Party of Britain, 24pp. 
£1.50 

FOR THE most part Joe Berry’s 
pamphlet is nothing but a tired 'offi¬ 
cial' CPB excuse for CPGB history. It 
does not even occur to Berry that there 
must have been some son of an ideo¬ 
logical break in the continuity of the 
Party that in July 1920 was founded on 
the basis of firm revolutionary prin¬ 
ciples and the organisation that 
spawned the ovenly reformist British 
Road to Socialism in the early 1950s (a 
parliamentary road to socialism which 
Berry believes ‘is still the only real¬ 
istic strategy for fundamental 
change in the advance for socialism 
put forward by any party”). 

Berry would have us believe that 
the CPB is the legitimate "inheritor of 
the traditions of 70 years of struggle 
of the Communist Party in Britain”. 

For Berry, between the 1920s and 
1970s the official Party leadership 
marched a perfectly straight line. For 
him there is no contradiction between 
those who in 1920 insisted that social¬ 
ism could only come via violent revo¬ 
lution and soviets and those like him¬ 
self who think it will come through “a 
socialist majority in parliament”! 

But Berry’s pamphlet is more than 
just staggeringly stupid and wilfully 
blind. It is more than just a CPB at¬ 
tempt to snatch the entire history of the 
CPGB. It is more interesting than that. 
The pamphlet is a fawning apologia for 
Tony Chater, Morning Star editor and 
Berry’s paymaster. This is significant, 
it shows which way the wind is blow¬ 
ing in the CPB. 

From its beginnings the CPB has in 
essence been made up of two currents. 
On the one hand there were those cen¬ 
trists like Jeff Sawtell and John 
Haylctt. who had been in opposition to 
the Euros and the rightist drift in the 
CPGB from the late 1960s. This cur¬ 
rent supported the 1968 Soviet inter¬ 
vention in Czechoslovakia and later the 
Soviet intervention in Afghanistan. 
The other current was made up ol 
those like Chater himself who came 
from the right opportunist mould. - 
functionaries who went along with 
every step to the right and only re¬ 
tailed because their personal positions 


were threatened by the very Euro forces 
they had helped promote. 

These two currents have always had 
their own separate projects and have 
rightly always looked upon each other 
with suspicion and a degree of fear. 
Nevertheless, they came together and 
remain together because they both need 
each other to further their separate 
projects. Chater and the right opportun¬ 
ists need foot soldiers. The centrists 
need Chatcr’s Morning Star for influ- I 
cnee, jobs and. they hope, in due 
course, as a platform for their own 
particular politics. 

The CPB's foremnner. the Commu¬ 
nist Campaign Group, was bom in 
1985. It had nothing to do with "the 
fightback for party democracy” nor 
the "continuation of communist work 
in the trade union and progressive 
movements.” The CCG was an unprin¬ 
cipled factional lash up. A small cabal 
of centrist would-be leaders, frustrated 
wdth years of hopeless factional work 
under Straight Leftist hegemony, saw 
their chance of the big time when Tony 
Chater and the Morning Star bureauc¬ 
racy finally fell out with the right 
opportunist Euro majority on the Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee of the CPGB. 
Having rebelled, Chater had to secure | 
some sort of a base in the Party's rank 
and file. The centrists willingly pro¬ 
vided it. All Chater had to do was to 
make a few pro-Soviet leadership 
noises and the marriage was consum¬ 
mated. 

As would be expected it is not an 
equal relationship. The CPB might have 
Mike Hicks as part time general secre- ! 
tary. but there can be no doubt that I 
Chater is the backseat driver. The 
centrists have been forced to do his 
bidding, forced to accept his whims, his \ 
treatment of the Mt>rning Star as his I 
personal property. 

Functionaries fear the truth about 
themselves and their history, they need J 
lies and rewriters of history . Now, in 
the form of Joe Berry's pamphlet. 
Chater has what he needs. History has , 
been rewritten to justify his actions, his i 
bureaucratic rebellion, his politics. 

Hence we find no mention of the i 
CPGB's long opportunist slide nor I 
Chater's role in it. As far as Berry j 
would have us believe, everything in j 
the CPGB's garden was lovely until 
1976 when a certain Tony Chater began I 
to find the Euros criticisms of the i 
"content, style, presentation and | 
management” of the yawmng Morning \ 
Star a threat. Only then did any sort of ; 
an inner-Party struggle begin, accord¬ 
ing to Berry. Nothing about Hungary 
1956, the Daily Worker name change in 
1966 or Czechoslovakia 1968, and only 
a passing reference to the "400-500 | 
who left to form the New Communist 
Party” in 1977. 

For Leninists, liquidation is the 
necessary culmination of the opportun¬ 
ist cancer that first began to eat into the 
healthy body of the Party as far back as 
the late-1920s. For poor old Joe. the 
liquidation of the CPGB came out of 
tlie blue. It was simply due to the evil 
work of Euro “plotters”. 

Of course, this naive failure to rec¬ 
ognise its own opportunist history only 
proves that the CPB is rotten w ith the 
same disease. The CPGB of the 1970s 
was tom apart by the completing pulls 
of loyalty to the Soviet bureaucracy and 
loyalty to the institutions of British 
capitalism. What Chater has “rees¬ 
tablished'’ is a miniature - and shrink¬ 
ing - version, evidently incapable of 
initiating or doing anything. Berry’s 
pamphlet is an eloquent testimony to 
this: his 70th anniversary commemora¬ 
tion only appears when we are prepar¬ 
ing to celebrate the 71st anniversary 

Through its championing of Gor- 
bachevism, the CPB has crossed class 
lines by supporting counterrevolution in 
the name of "socialist renewal". Thus 
the CPB and the Morning Star serve as 
a lesson that opportunism must be 
rooted out and fought in our struggle to 
reforge the CPGB as a fighting leader¬ 
ship lor our class. 

Ian Farrell I 




Communist Party 

London Seminars: 5pm Sundays. Details 071-431 3135. 

Collective discussion towards the Draft Programme of the C'PGB (plus 
weekly discussion on current affairs): 

June 30: Women's liberation and communism. 

July 7: Ireland: troops out now and self determination. 

July 14: Young people. The right to work, education and training. The 
age of consent. Homelessness. 

July 21: Pensioners and the elderly. 

July 28: End of Summer Offensive rally. 

Posters (A2) and stickers: "Leninism Lives!” and "CPGB". 

Ring 071-431 3135. or send donation with order to our box number. 

Liverpool, Walton: Canvassing for Lesley Mahmood. Ring for details. 

Claiming date: Saturday August 10: Join the CPGB contingent on the 
anti-internment march in [.ondon. Troops out now! Self determination for 
the Irish nation! Derails later. 

Hands Off Ireland! 


Breaking the Chains! Saturday June 29. Anti-imperialist confer- 
| ence organised by Hands Off Ireland! Tool up with the politics to win. 
Registration 10am. £6. £3 (unwaged). Camden Irish Centre. Camden 
I Square. NWI. 

HOI! I -Shirts: Be the sharpest anti-imperialist on your street. T-shirts, 
all extra large. £6 each (including p&p) from our box number. 

i London: activist meetings and actions. Derails 071-431 3135. 

Workers Theatre Movement 


j W1 M club The Internationale:: Venue: Old Piano Warehouse. Haw ley 
| Road. Camden Town, NW1 (Camden Town tube). Admission £3, un- 
i waged £2. Theatre, music, dance, poetry. Doors open 8.00pm. 
Thursday July 4: From Washington to Scharzkopf - 215 bloody years of 
capitalism, chaos and destruction. Celebrate the American revolution w ith 
j music from The National Interest band and The Proles, performance 
j poetry from Neil Sparks and Chris Brow n, Tape /Slide sequence from 
I Ernesto Leal (Chilean CP). 

| Performers for WTN1 Club The Internationale please contact Tam on 
071-431 3135. 

• Rehearsals: Ex cry Sunday in London. Phone Tam on 071-431 3135 or 
| write to WTM, BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX for details of WTM 
activities. 

Unemployed Workers Charter 

No TUC support for Tory cheap labour schemes! 

Fight British militarism! Organise the Unemployed! 

UWC lobby of the TUC, Glasgow, September 2 1991: 

Send SAE for sponsorship circular and UWC petition to the Tl'C. 


London: activist meetings and actions. Details 071-431 3135. 
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Unemployment: 

Organising 

the rising tide 


A PRIL'S figures for unemploy¬ 
ment showed the number of 
people now out of work to be 
well over two million. Taking 
into account the twenty-plus 
'fiddles' that the Tories have made to 
the unemployed register during their 
time in office, the true number of those 
really unemployed may be double the 
official figures. 

Establishment economists predict 
that the number of people looking for 
work will have increased to over three 
million by the end of the year. To add 
fuel to the fire, a recent report in the 
Financial Times May 15 1991) stated 
that up to 3.000 staff employed by the 
voluntary sector to train unemployed 
adults were being made redundant 
because of cuts in government funding. 
Even the Tecs (Training and Enterprise 
Councils) reported 13.153 ET posts had 
been slashed because of a lack of gov¬ 
ernment funds. This represented a fall 
in places of around 5355-. Yes. surprise 
surprise, the government’s much 
vaunted ET scheme is failing to ade¬ 
quately train people and. ironically, the 
v ery people employed to train those out 
of work are now adding to the unem¬ 
ployment figures. 

It comes as no great shock to 
members and supporters of the Unem¬ 
ployed Workers Charter that the TUC 
bureaucracy has done nothing to defend 
those sections of our class threatened 
by unemployment. The decision of the 
TUC general council to endorse a 
package of cuts and increased affili¬ 
ation fees at its meeting in October of 
last year, was hardly unexpected. It was 
facing a deficit of £1.2 million in 1990 
and over £2 million this year. Some¬ 
thing had to give and in moving to save 
their own cushy jobs at the expense of 
the movement they arc meant to serve, 
they have exposed themselves as a 
sickening bunch of bureaucrats more 


Two months ago unemployment figures went 
over two million. By the end of the year many 
economists predict they will reach three million. 
What this cries out for is action and organisatior 



interested in protect¬ 
ing their own pock¬ 
ets than campaigning 
for the rights of the 
unemployed. 

Not only has e the 
county associations 
and the annual con¬ 
ference of trades 
councils disappeared 
from under the aus- 
pices of the TUC. 
but so has all funding 
for regional organis¬ 
ers of the unem¬ 
ployed. This cut is 
supposed to save the 
TUC some £40.000; 
roughly comparable to the salary of 
Norman Willis or one of his minions - 
minus perks, of course. 

At the end of the day we place our 
trust not on the TUC but on the organ¬ 
ised strength of employed and unem¬ 
ployed workers. This has been the 
UWC's objective since its birth in 
1986. We have stressed the need to be 
financially independent; relying on 
handouts from the TUC or from any 
government source is not our aim. We 
say what we want and when we want it, 
without running the risk of having our 
funds withdrawn for not 'falling into 
line’. 

This September the UWC will be 
lobbying the TUC in Glasgow. It will 
be a focal point for organising against 


the attacks on our class, among both 
employed and unemployed workers. 
We do not have any illusions in the 
TUC leaders' ability to take up this 
fight. But demands to take up the 
struggle against unemployment should 
be taken up in the context of the TUC, 
as this is the expression ol the over¬ 
whelming majority of the organised 
members of our class. It poses the 
question of unemployment, not as a 
side issue in the workers' movement, 
but as one of central importance that 
can only be successfully taken on by 
the class as a whole. It also directs a 
political challenge to the trade union 
leaders - back the fight or step aside. 
It presents, in every section of the 
class we can gain access to. the alter¬ 


native to the winge 
ings of ‘Stormin' 
Norman. 

The build up to 
the lobby has al¬ 
ready begun. We 
have had a good 
response Irom every 
trade union branch 
we have approached 
for support for 

example the 

NUCPS. Depart¬ 
ment of Transport. 
Lambeth Bridge 
Mouse branch has 
also agreed to or¬ 
ganise an all-mem¬ 
bers meeting to discuss the whole issue 
of unemployment and the tarce of the 
Tones' cheap labour schemes. A UWC 
speaker has been invited to address this 
meeting. 

Our street work has also starred 
promisingly. Over the past few weeks 
we have been working at vanous loca¬ 
tions throughout London, raising the 
issue ol unemployment. Throughout the 
forthcoming months, activists will be 
petitioning thousands of people and 
collet ting money in order to finance the 
lobby This type of work is extremely 
important to us as it allows us to 'spread 
the word' and make new contacts - 
many of whom are active trade union¬ 
ists themselves and recognise the need 
to take the question of unemployment 


seriously and do something about it. 

The UWC also expects that it will 
again make new enemies. Many of 
these will, of course, be from the right 
wing of the trade union establishment 
but many will also appear from the 
'left' and from those organisations 
which profess to be friends' of the un¬ 
employed. 

During the UWC march from Man¬ 
chester to Blackpool in 1989 for ex¬ 
ample. Preston Trades Council with¬ 
drew their initial support for the march¬ 
ers just 24 hours before we were to 
arrive at their town. With this with¬ 
drawal went the loss of overnight ac¬ 
commodation. let alone any solidarity. 
Their justification for this was the fact 
that the march was 'political' - which 
of course is true But harassing unem¬ 
ployed workers and intimidating em¬ 
ployed workers through 'workfare' is 
also political. Fighting back is political. 
Sabotaging an unemployed march by 
last minute withdrawal of facilities is 
certainly political, but it is the politics 
of the capitalist class, which loves 
passive ‘innocent victims' and charity, 
but hates militant workers who organ¬ 
ise to fight back. 

The UWC's lobby of the TUC takes 
principled politics for fighting back 
against unemployment and puts them 
into practical effect. Employed and 
unemployed workers should have no 
illusions in the TUC. It cannot equip 
our class with the ideas or methods 
necessary to overcome the onslaught 
we have faced for the past decade. The 
UWC can. We need you to join us in 
organising for this lobby and to build 
the mass unemployed movement that 
our class needs! 

•Smash all slave labour schemes! 
•Organise the Unemployed! 

Gareth Phillips 


Jack Dash: UWC pays tribute 


O N SATURDAY June 8. the 
Unemployed Workers Char¬ 
ter organised a wreath laying 
ceremony on the River 
Thames to commemorate the 
anniversary of the death of our friend 
and comrade. Jack Dash. This event, 
the first of what we plan to make an an¬ 
nual commeration. was attended by 
Jack's daughter as well as close com¬ 
rades and friends of this great fighter 
for the working class. 

Jack Dash was an outstanding rank 
and file dockers' leader, veteran of the 
National Unemployed Workers Move¬ 
ment and a principled communist. Our 
all loo brief association with this fine 
comrade was an inspiration to all in the 


UWC. 

Jack first felt the stirrings of prole¬ 
tarian class consciousness during the 
General Strike of 1926 as he watched 
troops in London protecting scab lor¬ 
ries. But it was the experience of unem¬ 
ployment that was the key. In his 
autobiography, Good Morning Broth¬ 
ers!. he describes how he came across 
the organisation which the UWC cam¬ 
paigns to recreate - the NUWM: 

“During my spells of unemploy¬ 
ment, I found time to do some read¬ 
ing and political study. I joined the 
Labour Party, but I did not remain 
a member for long. One day, after 
signing on at the Walworth Road la¬ 
bour Exchange, I found that (he 


National Unemployed Workers 
Movement was holding a meeting. I 
stopped to listen. The speaker was a 
powerfully built chap with a rugged 
countenance and a stentorian voice. 
Me was explaining the need to get 
organised to demand an end to the 
Means Test and the closing down of 
the work camps - Belmont in par¬ 
ticular. 

"That was the place where you 
could be directed when you had ex¬ 
hausted your twenty six weeks miser¬ 
able unemployment benefit: you made 
an application for relief and then were 
directed to this labour camp w hile your 
dependents were issued with food... 

“|The speaker] made good sense to 


me and when [hc| had finished his 
talk and answered questions from the 
crowd and the chairman had ap¬ 
pealed for a collection and closed the 
meeting, I stayed behind. I was deeply- 
impressed by all that had been said 
and wanted to continue the discussion 
with the speaker. Arising out of our 
conversation I learned he was a cas¬ 
ual dock worker and his name was 
Patsy Hicks. W e became friends, and 
as a result of many keen and heated 
discussions we had together, and the 
reading of some of the books he rec¬ 
ommended, I began to do some politi¬ 
cal rethinking.” 

The path that Jack's political reth¬ 
inking led him on is one that the UWC 


says all the unemployed should travel: 
from inarticulate class anger and re¬ 
sentment. to conscious, communist 
struggle. The UWC's tribute to com¬ 
rade Jack Dash is a reaffirmation of the 
fighting spirit and communist resolve 
that this remarkable man embodied. 

Tlie next issue of Unemployed Or¬ 
ganiser will carry a fuller report of our 
tribute to Jack Dash as well as details 
of plans for our lobby of the TUC in 
September. Individual copies. 30p (incl 
p&p), bulk orders (above 10 copies) 5p 
each (plus 105; p&p). Available from 
UWC. BCM Box 928. London WCIN 
3XX. 






























